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Even as society upends traditional morality 
and the family structure that undergirds the 
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In The 5000 Year Leap, author W. Cleon Skousen explains the 28 principles 
that our Founding Fathers thought were essential to peace, prosperity, and 
freedom. These principles have brought about more progress in the past two 
centuries than was made in the five millennia that came before. Book (2008ed, 
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reveals him to be a true American patriot and hero. (1997, 285pp, hb, $33.95) 


BKGML 


The Declaration of Independence and the Constitution 
This pocket-size booklet (approximately 3.5” x 5”) contains the two most 
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(2005, 24min, $5.95) DVDMFG 


The Constitution Is the Solution Lecture Series 

The six-DVD Constitution lecture set comes with a CD that includes an 
instruction manual and lecture guides, with talking points and study ques- 
tions (with answers) for personal study or to help you lead a successful 
workshop series, as well as a Lecture Materials Packet for further study. 
($45.00) DVDSCSCMP 


Overview of America (Available in Spanish) 
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personal freedom and prosperity in America. Help keep America great for 
yourself and your family by sharing this 29-minute video and bringing many 
newly awakened Americans into the freedom fight. 
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An Addition About Article V 


I enjoyed reading the article regard- 
ing State Senator Andy Biggs informing 
people about the dangers of an Article V 
Convention through his book The Con of 
the Con Con (“Active Against Article V,” 
August 3 issue). There are two other sa- 
lient points that should also be noted about 
an Article V Convention. 

Article V states, in part, “when ratified 
by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
several States, or by Conventions in three 
fourths thereof, as one or the other Mode 
of Ratification may be proposed by Con- 
gress.” This clause empowers Congress 
to choose the manner of ratification, and 
Congress could very well propose the lat- 
ter: ratifying conventions. A state conven- 
tion would likely be comprised of a far 
smaller number of delegates than are in 
a state legislature, making it easier to ap- 
prove proposed amendments. 

Article I Section X Clause III states, 
“No State shall, without consent of Con- 
gress, enter into any agreement or com- 
pact with another State.” The Compact 
for America organization was formed ex- 
pressly with the purpose to cajole states to 
enter into an agreement or compact with 
each other. To my knowledge those states 
that have entered into this agreement/ 
compact have not sought or been given 
consent from Congress to form this com- 
pact. If this is the case, then this method 
to enact an Article V Convention is itself 
unconstitutional and the process is thereby 
nullified. As Chief Justice Marshall stated 
in Marbury v. Madison (1803), “All Acts, 
Rules or Practices which are repugnant to 
the Constitution are null and void.” 

DANIEL HUNT 
Manchester, Connecticut 


Centralize Everything 


If those promoting the thesis that one 
monolithic, nationwide, government-dom- 
inated school system (a.k.a. public school) 
is best for the children of our nation are 
correct, shouldn’t their logic be equally 
applicable to other areas of our daily lives? 

Wouldn’t the establishment of only one 
national political party, as is the case in 
authoritarian and totalitarian lands, reduce 
the seemingly endless bickering and char- 
acter attacks that bombard us every elec- 
tion cycle, save or redirect the countless 
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dollars now spent on such advertising, and 
meld us into one bland folk? 

Wouldn’t a national uniform dress code, 
similar to what was mandated during Chi- 
na’s disastrous Great Leap Forward, save 
millions and pave the way toward Horace 
Mann’s egalitarian society? 

Wouldn’t a state church with required 
Sunday attendance, as was the case in 
New England not all that long before 
Mann’s time, ultimately cement the na- 
tional unity that the regimented system 
proponents seek? 

If we don’t believe that malarkey, 
shouldn’t we be asking ourselves: “Who 
but the parents would be the best judges 
as to what is the best environment for their 
children to flower and learn?” 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 


Knife Slices One Way 


Why is it that bureaucrats find it neces- 
sary to drag fellow citizens through court 
battles for simple procedural violations? 
Why do they find it necessary to make a 
“federal case” out of simple infractions 
that are easily corrected? 

Why is a fisherman prosecuted into ru- 
ination because he placed some lobsters 
into the wrong container, and why does a 
raisin grower have part of his crop stolen 
by the Department of Agriculture? These 
are only a couple examples of a very long 
list of damages done to fellow citizens. 

Yet, why are there no penalties for the 
bureaucrats who themselves violate the 
law? Why is Lois Lerner not in jail; where 
are the penalties for Hillary’s e-mail viola- 
tions; and why are heads not rolling over 
the VA hospital fiasco? 

We can only hope that in the future we 
can elect representatives who will put 
a stop to the damage being done to the 
American public by its “public servants.” 
Isn’t it time to start asking those running 
for office what they are going to do about 
a bureaucracy run amok? 

WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


UN Wants Government to Control Private Schools 


The United Nations wants its member states, mostly dictatorships 
and repressive regimes, to clamp down hard on educational free- 
dom under the guise of “human rights.” Concerned that students 
in private schools around the world are not receiving sufficient 
doses of globalist indoctrination prescribed by various global 
agreements, the dictator-dominated UN “Human Rights Council” 
passed a resolution in July calling on governments worldwide to 
“monitor” and “regulate” non-government education. Govern- 
ments and dictators should also impose “standards” on private 
schools, the UN bureaucrats and government representatives said 
in the controversial document. 

The latest UN resolution on education, approved in Geneva on 
July 1, also calls for governments and dictators to start “monitor- 
ing private education providers” and “holding accountable those 
whose practices have a negative impact on the enjoyment of the 
right to education.” Setting aside the fact that education is a ser- 
vice and a privilege, not a right, the resolution did not make clear 
what sorts of “practices” the UN and its members believe have a 
“negative impact” on “the enjoyment of the right to education.” 

The UN resolution demanding government control over all 
forms of education would appear to violate the UN’s own “Uni- 
versal Declaration of Human Rights.” For example, that docu- 
ment clearly states in Article 26: “Parents have a prior right to 
choose the kind of education that shall be given to their children.” 
If parents have the right to choose what type of education their 
children will receive, how can the UN “human rights” apparatus 


demand that governments decide what type of education private 
schools of parents’ choosing will provide to children? The same 
article in the UN declaration also states that education “shall fur- 
ther the activities of the United Nations.” 

The expansion of educational liberty and the diminishing role 
of government schools in some areas of the world ought to be 
celebrated. It is time for the United States to withdraw from the 
UN dictators club, defund it, and get the federal government out 
of all education once and for all. 


Obama Steps Up U.S. Training of Communist Chinese Military 


In 2013, the Obama administration shocked the world by invit- 
ing Communist Chinese troops to the United States to train with 
American forces for the first time in history. Ostensibly aimed at 
practicing “disaster management,” the U.S.-Communist China 
military exercises raised widespread alarm among national se- 
curity experts. And while the Pentagon downplayed the risk and 
denied in comments to THE NEw AMERICAN that any weapons 
were involved, Chinese officials were boasting of “weapon dem- 
onstration, technique exchange, and cooperative action.” 

The next year, again for the first time in history, Obama offered 
further opportunities for Chinese forces to gather sensitive intel- 


ligence on how the U.S. military works — this time by inviting 
Beijing’s Navy to participate in the “RIMPAC war games.” Hosted 
off the American coast by the U.S. Pacific Command, RIMPAC is 
the largest multinational maritime exercise in the world. And as the 
Chinese regime’s ships were allowed to participate, Beijing was 
able to gather important insight into the U.S. military’s “tactics, 
techniques and procedures” (TTPs), according to analysts. Beijing 
was invited again this year, even as it steps up its aggressive actions 
against U.S. Navy ships in international waters. 

Various “cooperative” and “international” military efforts with 
U.S. forces are being used by China to, for example, “explore 
the anti-submarine warfare tactics of the U.S. forces stationed 
on Diego Garcia Island, south of India, as well as those of U.S. 
and allied forces in the Gulf of Aden,” noted Reuters in a July 
23 article. Meanwhile, with Beijing being allowed to use the Eu- 
ropean Union’s MERCURY communications network, China is 
able “to understand exactly how NATO allies coordinate efforts 
in every stage of sea battle, from planning to execution to assess- 
ment,” Reuters explained. Incredibly, the Reuters article goes on 
to argue for increased military cooperation. 

For the sake of U.S. national security and liberty, the U.S. 
government should end any and all programs that could benefit 
the brutal autocracy or its armed forces in any way — particularly 
in the event of conflict with the United States. 


Obama Grants Amnesty to 664,607 Illegal Aliens 


The Obama administration has extended amnesty from deporta- 
tion to 664,607 illegal aliens by means of executive orders. This 
has been done through the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrival 
(DACA) program, which began in 2012. 

The DACA program was formally initiated by a policy memo- 
randum sent from then-Secretary of Homeland Security Janet 
Napolitano on June 15, 2012, to the heads of U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection (CBP), U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Ser- 
vices (USCIS), and U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE), ordering them to practice “prosecutorial discretion” to- 
ward some individuals who were brought to this country before 
their 16th birthday. 

A report posted on July 30 by NumbersUSA, an organization 
that favors reducing the legal annual U.S. immigration quota to 
200,000, cited USCIS data revealing that from the time DACA 
started in 2012 through March 2015, the agency processed 
748,789 initial immigration requests and 355,805 renewals. The 
result: 664,607 of those initial requests and 243,872 renewals 
have been approved and only 43,375 initial requests and 414 
renewals have been denied. Many are still under consideration. 

A July 29 report in the Washington Examiner noted that 
applications for permanent residence in the United States have 
increased substantially, from 3,000 to 7,500 a month, which is 
much higher than projections. The article cited figures supplied by 
the USCIS to Republicans on the Senate Judiciary Committee’s 


Immigration and the National Interest Subcommittee. During a 
question-and-answer period following the hearing, it was also 
revealed that the administration employs 331 workers just to 
handle DACA applications. 

Breitbart News reported on July 29 that it had obtained copies 
of USCIS replies to questions presented to it at the subcommittee 
hearing, and that the Obama administration admitted it has found 
16 DACA requests that had identified “possible national security 
concerns,” but of those identified just seven applicants have been 
denied amnesty to date. 


Ever-widening Scandals Continue to Plague Hillary 


A July 30 Quinnipiac survey showed Hillary Clinton failing 
across the board on leadership, empathy, and trustworthiness. It 
may be that the serial scandals committed in the past are com- 
ing back to haunt her, or that new scandals just being uncovered 
before the old ones can be neutralized are overwhelming her. 

In late July, inspectors general reported that 10 percent of the 
e-mails they studied from the batch Clinton released to the public 
contained critical national security secrets. 

On July 31, the Washington Times reported that intelligence 
services were scrambling first to contain and then to assess the 
damage caused by Clinton in her e-mails. So concerned was Di- 
rector of National Intelligence Charles McCullough that he noti- 
fied members of intelligence committees in both the House and 
the Senate of their seriousness, and their strategy to mitigate the 
damage as best they could. 

This is one scandal that simply will not go away. Another scan- 
dal involves an apparent pay-to-play scheme with the Swiss bank 
UBS. In 2008, gifts from UBS to the Clinton Foundation totaled 
an estimated $60,000. In 2014, they ballooned to $600,000 fol- 
lowing the “resolution” of issues between the IRS and the bank, 
thanks to intervention by Clinton. Her husband was also involved 
in the scheme, being paid another $1.5 million in exchange for 
some minor services performed for bank officials. 

And still another scandal has surfaced, this time over revela- 
tions that her foundation set up a fundraising facility in Sweden at 


the time that country’s government was lobbying Clinton’s State 
Department to lift sanctions against Iran. The sanctions threat- 
ened Sweden’s thriving business with that country. Some $26 
million was funneled to the Clinton Foundation in appreciation 
for services rendered, using that facility. However, that facility 
was never disclosed and consequently was never cleared by the 
State Department. 

The scandals that continue to plague Clinton appear finally to 
be wearing through the Teflon that has protected her from crimi- 
nal prosecutions for years. And there are still 15 months until the 
election, plenty of time for new revelations to surface. 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Sound Money Needed 

“The Greek crisis provides a look into what awaits us unless we stop 
overspending on warfare and welfare and restore a sound monetary 
system.” 

In his weekly column, former Congressman Ron Paul reminds readers that 
what has happened to the people in Greece could also happen to Americans. 


Outspoken Opposition to Declining Cultural Values 

“Radical cultural revolution hides behind corruption of the language. The 
word ‘parent,’ for example, didn’t used to require the adjective ‘biologi- 
cal.’ It was the parental surrogates that needed an adjective such as ‘adop- 
tive’ or ‘foster.’” 

Executive director of the Association of American Physicians and Surgeons Dr. Jane Orient also 
claims, “Biologically, two mothers is an absurdity.” 


AP Images 


Transgender People Will Soon Be Welcomed in the Military 

“We have transgender soldiers, sailors, airmen and marines — real patriotic Americans — who I 
know are being hurt by an outdated, confusing, inconsistent approach that’s contrary to our value of 
service and individual merit.” 

Pentagon officials have been directed by Defense Secretary Ashton Car- 
ter to come up with changes needed to terminate all barriers to transgen- 
der individuals serving in the U.S. military. 


President Obama Is Told 

One State Will Not Comply With EPA Mandates 

“This plan will force the premature closure of reliable coal-fired power 
plants, threatening our stable source of energy supply. In my letter to 
the President, I essentially said that the rule must be demonstrably and 
significantly improved. If that doesn’t happen, Indiana will not comply.” 
Of the 50 states, Indiana is the most dependent on coal-fired power plants. 
Governor Mike Pence is willing to go to court to block implementation 
of a proposed EPA regulation to limit CO, emissions. 
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Some Kenyans Disagree With Ohama’s Support for Homosexuals 

“Even though Barack Obama is considered a hero in Kenya, people need to be aware that some of his 
views and values are contrary to our views and values. We are asking that Obama not engage in cultural 
imperialism.” 

Vice Chairman Charles Kajama of the Kenya Christian Professionals Forum helped organize a march 
created to oppose acceptance of homosexuality as a basic human right. 


Illegals in California Able to Obtain Driver’s Licenses 

“There are now 400,000 more signals to people all over the world that working illegally in California 
is encouraged by the government itself. “ 

NumbersUSA President Roy Beck scolded California lawmakers for making life easier for people who 
have entered the United States illegally. 


Former Police Chief Outspoken 
About Attack on Military Recruiters 
“T really do believe there shouldn’t be federal prohibition against mem- 
bers of the military having firearms at [recruiting] facilities. Those who 
are found at such centers in strip malls and busy streets are sitting ducks. 
To deny that some people have declared war on our civilian population 
is foolish.” 
Now leading his own security company, retired Boston Police Commis- 
sioner Ed Davis would like to see recruiters at these centers given per- 
mission to be armed. & 
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Even as society upends traditional morality 
and the family structure that undergirds the 


country, good people must stay positive. 


by Fr. James Thornton 


vents and trends over the past sev- 
B=: decades have been extremely 
disheartening to patriotic, God- 
loving Americans. One must cite among 


these events and trends the 1973 Supreme 
Court ruling in the case of Roe v. Wade 


Fr. James Thornton is a priest in the Eastern Ortho- 
dox Church and is the author of several books on the 


early history of Christendom. 


10 


abolishing all state restrictions on abor- 
tion; the federal government’s ongoing 
usurpation of rights belonging to the 
states; the ever-increasing socialization 
of our society through the government’s 
unconstitutional intrusion into fields such 
as welfare, healthcare, and education; the 
substitution by court decree or legislative 
action of radical egalitarianism in place of 
individual liberty; the use of public educa- 
tion to poison and corrupt the minds of the 
young; the involvement of America in an 


endless series of foreign wars; the sabo- 
tage of our country’s control over our own 
borders; and so forth. One can cite also 
the dismal performance, by and large, of 
so-called conservative politicians in their 
failure to turn back, or even to try to turn 
back, the Left-liberal onslaught. 
However, one of the most severe blows 
to the equanimity of tradition-minded 
Americans has been the Supreme Court’s 
decision on June 26 of this year in the case 
of Obergefell v. Hodges in which the court 
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claimed to have discovered a fundamental 


constitutional right for same-sex couples During the first three centuries of Christianity, periodic 


to marry, thereby overturning state laws 
disallowing such “marriages” and ap- 
parently overturning the very definition 
of marriage. Not only did that decision 
deeply shock many Americans, since it 
is a direct attack on traditional morality, 
but the threat that this decision portends to 
freedom of religion and even to freedom 
of speech horrifies them. For good rea- 
son are people discouraged over this lat- 
est lost battle in what has been called the 
Culture War, the fierce struggle in which 
the traditional biblical view of society is 
pitted against revolutionary Left-liberal 
subversion. Is this latest reverse so grave 
that we should give up the struggle and, 
in essence, surrender? Have America and 
the West become so dissolute that there is 
no hope? Are we now beyond the point of 
no return? 

I wish to assert here that patriotic Amer- 
icans should not give up the good fight, 
that we should not surrender, that there is 
indeed hope, and that we have not passed 
the point of no return. Good men can be 
elected to public office. Bad men can be 
driven from office and even prosecuted 
for treasonable or morally reprehensible 
acts. Supreme Court decisions and those 
of other courts can be reversed. The states 
can nullify unconstitutional federal judi- 
cial usurpation of power belonging to the 
states or the people (see page 17), and the 
U.S. Congress can rein in judicial activism 


persecutions broke out that threatened to sweep it 
away. Some of these were localized, while others 
were empire-wide. A serious attack began under 
Nero, during which, according to tradition, Saints Peter 


and Paul were martyred. 


by limiting the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court and the jurisdictions of all 
lower federal courts. In addition, federal 
judges and Supreme Court justices who 
deliberately undermine our system of laws 
by manufacturing spurious constitutional 
rights out of thin air can be impeached. 
And while this writer will not attempt to 
predict the future, I know nonetheless that 
history is replete with examples of the vic- 
tory of causes that appeared hopeless, but 
were not. Those examples should give us 
hope and instill in us the courage to con- 
tinue our efforts on behalf of all that is 
good, decent, honorable, and morally up- 
standing, as well as all that is conducive to 
the preservation of our precious American 
liberties. 


Unkind to Christians 

Since I am a Christian pastor, allow me to 
begin with an example I know best: how 
early Christianity dealt with adversity. 
When the Apostles embarked upon their 
commission to convert the world, their 


chances of achieving anything significant 
were seemingly nil. Had any of the po- 
tentates and nabobs of the world of 2,000 
years ago heard of the commission given 
the Apostles to go forth and teach all na- 
tions, they would doubtless have laughed. 
Here, after all, were a group of complete 
nobodies, without education, without 
wealth, without influence, without access 
to the “rich and famous” around whom the 
world revolved, or so it appeared. Against 
them stood the overwhelming might of a 
pagan world empire and the hostility of 
most of the empire’s inhabitants. Yet, de- 
spite all, these men succeeded in planting 
the seeds for a future triumph, that is, they 
founded vibrant Christian communities 
throughout and even beyond the empire. 
During the first three centuries of Chris- 
tianity, periodic persecutions broke out 
that threatened to sweep it away. Some of 
these were localized, while others were 
empire-wide. A serious attack began under 
Nero, during which, according to tradi- 
tion, Saints Peter and Paul were martyred. 


Some died, yet Christianity flourished: During the first three centuries after Jesus Christ, Christians required courage at its highest level, but 
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Christianity’s growth attests that resilience against long odds can mean victory. 
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The Greeks, led by their general, Miltiades, attacked 
the Persian infantry with a force of approximately 
9,000 Athenians, plus 1,000 Plataeans, against a 
Persian force roughly 10 times larger. 


Others commenced during the reigns of 
Domitian, Trajan, Marcus Aurelius, De- 
cius, and Valerian. Yet after each persecu- 
tion, the church came back stronger. Thus 
it was that the Christian writer Tertullian 
remarked that “the blood of the martyrs is 
the seed of the Church.” 

The greatest of the anti-Christian perse- 
cutions was that launched by Diocletian. 
Commencing in February 303, a campaign 
of burning, looting, beatings, imprison- 
ments, and executions was launched. Tes- 
tifying to the fact that great numbers suf- 
fered death is the church calendar, which 
contains the names of more martyrs from 
that period than from any of the previous 
persecutions. The authorities, aiming at 
the decapitation of the church, initially 
centered their attack on the clergy, es- 
pecially the bishops, but then broadened 
it to include all Christian believers. The 
persecution continued for 10 years, until 
the Emperor Constantine issued his famed 
Edict of Milan in 313, which extended tol- 
eration to Christians, giving them the same 
rights as the followers of other religions. 
In that instant, the situation for the church 
was altered dramatically. The church that 
the pagan authorities believed was on the 
brink of obliteration suddenly gained full 
freedom to carry out its mission in the 
world in peace. Instead of Christianity 
being obliterated by the mighty Roman 
Empire, it was the empire that was sub- 
sumed by Christianity. And this incredible 
sea change was accomplished by Chris- 
tians simply doing what was right and 
speaking the truth, despite the adversities. 

One may argue that in the above chain 
of events God Himself favored the Apos- 
tles and the early Christians and so as- 
sured that they would succeed in time. 
Yet, do we not believe that about our own 
convictions? Do we not believe that Al- 
mighty God will favor our efforts if we 
do our duty in all things, to the full extent 
of our abilities? Are we not confident of 
His assistance? Do we not believe in the 
possibility of miracles? 
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Outnumbered, Not Outmatched 

Let us now investigate some examples 
from military history. Cynics tell us that in 
warfare victory always belongs to the big- 
ger battalions. But is that so? In each of the 
cases we will now examine, the smaller, or 
less well-equipped or well-trained, army, 
should have been defeated but was instead 
victorious. 

Let us begin with the notable example 
from the ancient world, the Battle of Mar- 
athon. In the year 490 B.C., a huge Per- 
sian army, under King Darius I, invaded 
Greece. Now, in those days the Greeks 
were not a politically united people but 
were divided into small, independent city- 
states. And so, when the Persians landed 
near the town of Marathon, bent on total 
conquest, the Athenians sent an army to 
block them and, at the same time, request- 
ed assistance from Sparta, which, along 
with Athens, was one of the two largest 
city-states in Greece. However, the Spar- 
tans responded that they were in the midst 
of a religious festival, and therefore could 
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was the very survival of Greek culture, 
warriors were tenacious in their struggle to win. 


not help. Hence, the Athenians were on 
their own, their only ally being Plataea, 
a small city-state that sent all it could, a 
small contingent. 

Realizing that they could not hope to 
prevail against the huge Persian cavalry, 
the Athenians chose their ground with 
care, selecting an area on the plain of Mar- 
athon that was encompassed by marshes 
and mountains, thus nullifying the Per- 
sian cavalry as a factor. The Greeks, led 
by their general, Miltiades, attacked the 
Persian infantry with a force of approxi- 
mately 9,000 Athenians, plus 1,000 Plat- 
aeans, against a Persian force roughly 10 
times larger. 

At some point during the battle, Miltia- 
des ordered additional soldiers to both of 
his flanks, a strategy immediately noticed 
by the Persians who assumed, incorrectly, 
that with the flanks strengthened, the cen- 
ter must have become substantially weaker. 
The Persians therefore thrust into the cen- 
ter, which slowly yielded ground. But it 
was all a ploy by Miltiades and, as the Per- 
sians pushed into their enemy’s center, the 
Greek flanks began to envelope them. Upon 
grasping what was happening, the Persians 
panicked and took flight, running as fast as 
their legs could carry them. The death toll 
for the Persians was 6,400 men, while the 
Greeks lost fewer than 200. Thus ended the 
invasion of Greece by King Darius I. 
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and so the Athenian 
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The Second Punic War began in 218 
B.C., when Hannibal of Carthage marched 
over the Alps with his army and war el- 
ephants to conquer Rome and the whole 
of Italy. For almost two decades, his army 
marched up and down the Italian penin- 
sula, wreaking havoc and leaving a swath 
of death and destruction. Several times, 
Roman armies sent to destroy the invader 
were instead themselves annihilated. At 
the Battle of Cannae, a Roman army of 
100,000 was crushed by a much inferior 
Carthaginian force, costing Rome the loss 
of upwards of 70,000 men. It was the worst 
military calamity in Roman history up to 
that time. An impartial observer living at 
that moment would surely have predicted 
that Rome was doomed. But the Romans 
were a tough people and were disinclined 
to submit to the ignominy of surrender or 
bend their necks before enemies. 

Then, just as things looked their bleak- 
est, a brilliant Roman general, Publius 
Cornelius Scipio, known to historians as 
Scipio Africanus or Scipio the Great, a 
man both resolute and clever, stepped to 
the fore. Instead of contesting Hannibal 
on Roman soil, which had cost Rome so 
many lives, Scipio did the unforeseen. He 
launched a counter-invasion of Carthagin- 
ian territory in North Africa. And so it was 
the turn of the Romans to devastate the en- 
emy’s lands. Hannibal and his army were 
hurriedly recalled from Italy to defend the 
homeland, but were defeated at the Battle 
of Zama, Carthage losing 20,000 men, 
while Rome lost a mere 2,500. The genius 
of Scipio the Great had brought about an 
astonishing reversal of fortune, one that 
few prior to that time would have thought 
possible. 

Upon the death of Alexander the Great, 
the empire he had conquered broke apart 
into several kingdoms, each governed by 
one of Alexander’s generals. Thus the 
people of Judea found themselves under a 
series of Greek kings of the Seleucid Dy- 
nasty. During the reign of Antiochus IV 
Epiphanes, King of Syria, who ruled from 
175 to 164 B.C., an attempt was made to 
Hellenize the Judeans forcibly, that is, to 
replace their Jewish culture and religion 
with the Greek culture and religion. An- 
tiochus went so far as to outlaw by decree 
all Jewish religious practices and to in- 
stall pagan idols in the Jerusalem temple, 
which resulted in an explosion of outrage. 
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Humble beginnings, impressive gains: The Apostles went into the world filled with faith and 


knowing the danger. All but one were martyred. Now there are 2.2 billion Christians worldwide. 


A revolt broke out led by a pious family 
known as the Maccabees, or Hasmoneans, 
the patriarch of which was named Mat- 
tathias. Upon the death of Mattathias, his 
son Judas Maccabee took the helm, lead- 
ing his forces to a series of victories over 
the occupying Greeks. The Judeans were 
greatly outnumbered and so, by necessity, 
victories were achieved by guerrilla-style 
warfare, and by those means they eventu- 
ally captured Jerusalem, where they pu- 
rified and re-consecrated the temple and 
returned the people to their religious and 
cultural traditions. It required two decades 
of intense struggle for the Maccabees to 
achieve their aims, which were indepen- 
dence from the alien invader and religious 
and cultural freedom. Dedicated men thus 
won the day! 

The Battle of Tours in Gaul (modern- 
day France) in October of 732 has always 
been regarded as a great turning point in 
the history of Christendom. Early in the 
eighth century, the Muslim Umayyad Ca- 
liphate advanced from its conquests of 
Syria, Egypt, and North Africa into Vi- 
sigothic Spain, which they largely overran. 
Their plan was to continue to advance into 
Europe, like an unstoppable avalanche, 
eventually conquering all of Christendom. 


Having subjugated Spain, the next step 
was the conquest of Gaul. The Muslim 
juggernaut therefore advanced over the 
Pyrenees, ravaging southern and western 
Gaul and accumulating gigantic quantities 
of loot in the process. 

In the meanwhile, a Frankish prince, 
Charles Martel (“Martel” means “the 
Hammer’), realizing the danger that ap- 
proached, gathered together a somewhat 
ragtag army to halt the Muslim advance. 
Though the army included a core of veter- 
ans, it was made up mostly of unseasoned 
conscripts. No one today can be certain as 
to the size of the Frankish force — his- 
torical accounts range from 15,000 to 
75,000. Modern studies conclude that it 
was most probably around 30,000 strong. 
The Muslim army was several times that 
size, probably around 100,000, and possi- 
bly, according to some historians, as large 
as 400,000. 

On October 10, 732, the two armies 
met. Sir Edward Creasy, in his renowned 
book The Fifteen Decisive Battles of the 
World, writes that the Muslims “were 
filled with wrath and pride, and they were 
first to begin the fight. The [Muslim] 
horsemen dashed fierce and frequent for- 
ward against the battalions of the Franks, 


13 


me STORY 


bs 


who resisted manfully, and many fell dead 
on either side until the going down of the 
sun.” The following morning the battle re- 
sumed, the superior Muslim army slashing 
its way into the center of the Franks. At 
some point, however, the Muslims heard 
an outcry that the Franks were attacking 
the Muslim base camp, where all of the 
loot from their previous conquests was 
stored. Consequently, a body of Muslim 
horsemen left the battle to ride to the res- 
cue of the base camp. The Muslim throng, 
however, seeing the horsemen suddenly 
turn and depart the battle, erroneously 
assumed that the tide had turned against 
them and so began to retreat in panic. The 
Muslim commander, Abdderrahman, rode 
forward to attempt to halt the retreat, but 
was suddenly cut down by a multitude of 
Frankish spears. Seeing their leader fall 
in battle, the retreat turned into a rout, the 
Franks pursuing and killing great numbers 
of the enemy and winning the day. And 
so it was that Charles “the Hammer” Mar- 
tel, the brave leader of brave men, saved 
Christian civilization. 

Our own General George Washington 
had, according to conventional wisdom, 
little chance of victory in the American 
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War for Independence. The forces of 
the British Empire so vastly outweighed 
his own that, had he been a defeatist, he 
would have been finished from the start. 
One could accurately say that, at certain 
times in that war, Washington’s army was 
an already-defeated army — disease- 
ridden, downhearted, poorly equipped, 
poorly clothed, poorly fed, but never 
poorly led. At Valley Forge many of the 
soldiers were broken by the cold and 
hunger and, despairing of the future, de- 
serted and returned home. Many among 
the troops doubted the possibility of suc- 
cess, but never the general. He refused to 
be intimidated and refused to relent. For 
Washington, there was “no substitute for 
victory” (to borrow the words of another 
heroic American, General Douglas Mac- 
Arthur). Accordingly, he demanded that 
Congress properly supply his army, which 
finally they did. By February 1778 food, 
other supplies, and equipment began arriv- 
ing. Next, Baron Friedrich von Steuben, a 
Prussian officer appointed by Washington 
as inspector general of the army, began to 
train and drill the troops at Valley Forge, 
turning them from a band of bedraggled 
rebels into a genuine disciplined army. 


When appointed commander in-chief of the 
Continental Army by Congress, General Washington 
was certainly aware that he had a formidable task 


ahead of him: to hold at bay 


and then defeat and 


expel from American territory the military forces of the 


greatest empire in the world. 
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He could have given up: When George Washington retreated to Valley Forge to sit out the winter, many of his troops starved or left, and his army 
appeared to have no hope of beating the British. But he was a steadfast optimist who refused to be deterred in his quest for victory. 


And so it was that by the summer of 1778, 
the army that marched out of Valley Forge 
was ready to fight and to win. And at the 
end of it all, three years later, General 
Washington’s faith in ultimate victory pre- 
vailed and he had the honor of receiving 
the surrender of the British army of Gen- 
eral Charles Cornwallis. Military history 
shows us with crystal clarity that optimism 
in the face of adversity is crucial. 

For our final example, I have chosen 
a story from the world of sports. Most of 
us are aware that the long-distance run- 
ning event known as a marathon is a race 
in which the contestants must run a course 
that is a bit more than 26 miles in length and 
in which speed and endurance are together 
the primary factors, since contestants who 
forget the endurance factor often exhaust 
themselves and are unable to finish. 

The idea for the modern marathon 
came about in connection with the first 
of the modern Olympic games in Athens 
in 1896. It was created in honor of the 
legendary Phidippides, who, after the vic- 
tory of Greece at the Battle of Marathon, 
ran the roughly 25 miles to Athens to an- 
nounce the victory of the Greeks over the 
Persians with the words, “We have won!” 

At the 1896 Olympic games in Athens, 
the Greeks were doing poorly in the track 
and field events, which was humiliat- 
ing for them since they were not only the 
game’s hosts but were the descendants of 
the people who had originated the Olym- 
pics in ancient times. Few thought that 
they would do well in the 26-mile mara- 
thon race. But young Spyridon Louis was a 
determined athlete, determined to do well 
despite the odds against him. Imagine an 
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athlete running a marathon race. Imagine 
that, unlike Spyridon Louis, our hypotheti- 
cal athlete convinces himself beforehand of 
the certainty that he will lose, that he has no 
chance of victory. Or imagine that near the 
beginning of the race, the athlete stumbles 
and falls, and then immediately gives up 
and goes home. He may as well have not 
even begun! In fact, he may as well give up 
running at all, in any races. The athlete’s 
lack of hope colors the outcome; he thinks 
that he is a born loser and thus becomes 
precisely that — a loser. That is what is 
called a self-fulfilling prophecy. 

Yet Spyridon Louis was far from a loser. 
He was certain that he could and would 
win the race. Early in the race a French- 
man took the lead, and later an Australian. 
But Louis was not deterred. It is said that 
during the race, he even stopped at a tavern 
to down a quick glass of wine, to boost his 
energy. When warned that the stop might 
cost him the race, he laughingly assured 
his listeners that he would catch up and 
win. And so he did! 

When the crowd saw Louis enter the 
stadium ahead of the other runners, it 
went wild with joy. Two Greek princes 
met Louis as he entered, completing the 
victor’s lap around the stadium track with 
him. He was presented to the Greek king, 
who offered him anything he might desire. 
Prior to the games, Louis had helped his 


father in a small mineral water business, 
transporting water by push cart. Louis 
modestly asked the king if he might have a 
cart with a donkey, to help him in his busi- 
ness. And so, a simple man with a dream 
and with determination rose up from ob- 
scurity to become the hero of his people. 


Rules for Victory 

One could fill a sizeable volume with 
examples such as those that we have 
just noted. They, and countless other ex- 
amples, tell us that very often in history 
hopeless situations are not really hopeless 
at all, that tough men and women often 
overcome and defeat unfavorable odds, 
and that an underdog, the expected loser, 
can win in spite of all. Such wins, howev- 
er, require certain qualities that transform 
a loser into a champion. 

First, defeatism inevitably defeats, so 
defeatism must be defeated. Defeatist gen- 
erals do not win battles. An athlete who 
convinces himself that he cannot win will 
not win, in fact, cannot win. A positive out- 
look, while it does not guarantee success, 
is nonetheless essential to success in any 
competition. A negative outlook, while 
appropriate in certain situations in life, is 
not appropriate in competitive situations, 
especially in life-or-death situations. What 
are the qualities that can bring victory to a 
hopeless cause? 


Jewish defiance: The Jewish holiday of Hanukkah celebrates the 1 re- aealealian of the temple 
when devout Jews — the Maccabees — won Judaean independence after being told that they 
must abandon their religion and culture and adopt pagan ways. 
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From our first example, the Apostles 
who were sent into the world to win men’s 
souls, we learn that faith is a prerequisite 
to achieving our aims. Faith, the founda- 
tion of all belief systems, sets forth focal 
points on which we may center our feel- 
ings of trust, of assurance, and of confi- 
dence. Each of the 12 Apostles, except 
for St. John the Evangelist, was martyred, 
and each of them was well aware of that 
likelihood even before he began. Never- 
theless, faith, instilled by the teaching and 
example of Jesus Christ, compelled them 
to persist in their missions. 

From the Christians of the early church 
we learn of courage. The early Chris- 
tians were ordinary citizens of the em- 
pire. Most of them were very much like 
all of us; that is, they earned their livings 
from some trade or profession, and most 
had families to support. And so the peri- 
odic persecutions meant grave difficulties, 
even catastrophe, even death, for entire 
families. And while it is true that during 
the first through the third centuries there 
were sometimes periods of peace, when 
Christianity was somewhat grudgingly 
permitted to exist, everyone knew that, 
at best, the church lived on the edges of 
legality and therefore could be proscribed 
and persecuted in a moment’s notice. To 
be a Christian in the pagan Roman Empire 
required courage. Those exact conditions 
were repeated during the several hundred 
years that the Turks occupied the Chris- 
tian lands of the Balkans and, of course, 
under the godless Bolshevik regime in 
Russia during much of the 20th century. 
There also, precisely as in the days of the 
early church, it took courage to be a Chris- 
tian. In our own times, who could credibly 
claim that the situation is more desperate 
or despotic than during, say, the height 
of pagan Rome when the emperors were 
worshipped as gods? Moreover, God put 
us in the times in which we live. Is it not 
up to us to do our duty without succumb- 
ing to defeatism, to do as did other believ- 
ers throughout history? 

The Athenians and their allies, the Pla- 
taeans, were doubtless painfully aware 
that the outcome of the Battle of Mara- 
thon would decide whether they would 
live as free men, or as subjects groveling 
under the heel of the Persians. They recog- 
nized that the least slackness would spell 
finis for all of Greece. The battle would 
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Spyridon Louis, a simple man, set his goal to win the 1896 
Olympic marathon and became the hero of his people. 


also decide whether their culture, the cul- 
ture of the Greeks, which is a large part 
of the basis of our own Western Civiliza- 
tion, would survive. For these warriors, 
there were no alternatives except victory 
or death. Hence, to beat the superior foe, 
tenacity, utter doggedness, utter stubborn- 
ness, was essential. 

The outcome of the Second Punic War, 
in which Rome triumphed over its Car- 
thaginian challenger, was narrowly won, 
what we would term a “close call.” For 
more than 17 years, the Romans were un- 
able to eject the enemy army from their 
homeland or bring about Hannibal’s de- 
feat. The Romans were indeed brave and 
tenacious, but it seemed all for naught 
since Hannibal continued his campaign of 
ruin. But then a Roman general, Scipio, 
developed a brilliant plan to strike the 
enemy at its own home, draw his enemy 
out of Italy, and bring about the decisive 
confrontation on North African soil. So it 


was that ingenuity, that cre- 
ativity, won the day. 

The Maccabees achieved 
their aims in part because 
they were prepared to ex- 
change a life of comfort for 
one of harshness and risk. 
The desire for comfort and 
ease informs people not to 
resist but to conform. In con- 
trast, the desire for freedom 
very often requires a willing- 
ness to sacrifice, sometimes 
to sacrifice significantly. 
Truth be told, a people not 
willing to sacrifice for the 
sake of their liberty deserve 
the tyranny that will inevita- 
bly descend on them. 

Charles Martel earned the 
name “Martel,” “the Ham- 
mer,” by a series of military 
successes before his confron- 
tation with the Muslims. He 
defeated Neustria (a Frank- 
ish Kingdom in the western 
part of what is now France) 
in 716 and again in 717, beat 
. the Saxons in 718, occupied 
_- — Friesland in 719, and beat the 
» /* Saxons a second time in 720. 
Between 725 and 728 he re- 
established Frankish control 
over Bavaria, and in 730, 
brought the remainder of southern Ger- 
many into the Frankish empire. A string 
of prior victories does not guarantee future 
success, especially against so forbidding 
a foe as that marching toward him from 
Spain. Yet Charles was a master at war- 
fare; hence, when he met the Muslims, 
he was filled with confidence, despite his 
ostensibly inferior army. Without that su- 
preme confidence, it is difficult to imagine 
a happy outcome to the Battle of Tours. 

It is impossible for an inveterate pes- 
simist to be a successful leader. When ap- 
pointed commander-in-chief of the Con- 
tinental 
Army by 
Congress, 
General 
Washing- 
ton was 
certainly 
aware that 
he had 


a formidable task ahead of him: to hold 
at bay and then defeat and expel from 
American territory the military forces of 
the greatest empire in the world. He suc- 
ceeded because he was a steadfast opti- 
mist, unwilling to allow any adversity to 
deter him in his quest for victory. 

Like all athletes, Spyridon Louis set 
certain objectives for himself when train- 
ing for his Olympic run and, of course, 
when actually competing in the marathon. 
To use a popular expression, he was “goal 
oriented.” He remained self-assured since 
the goals he set were realistic in the sense 
that they were feasible for a strong young 
man whose occupation in life had already 
provided him with the stamina needed to 
run a marathon, and to win. 

These were the qualities that cleared the 
way for unexpected wins: faith, courage, 
tenacity, ingenuity, a willingness to sac- 
rifice, confidence, optimism, and the set- 
ting of realistic goals. All of the aforemen- 
tioned heroes to some degree possessed all 
of these qualities, some excelling in one or 
more of them. These are the same qualities 
that we must look to, qualities that in our 
own time can turn back Left-liberalism, 
which pretends to be a philosophy but is 
really a criminal conspiracy, a mixture of 
deception and pure treason, and the pre- 
cursor to totalitarianism. 

Let us demand the restoration of great- 
ness to our country, the greatness that once 
defined it, the greatness that conferred 
upon it the admiration of the world. In this 
struggle our principal enemy is defeatism. 
Defeatism paralyzes patriotic Americans 
and guarantees defeat. Defeatism cheats 
our forebears, to whom we owe a debt of 
unending gratitude for all that they sacri- 
ficed on our behalf. And it cheats our prog- 
eny, to whom we are pledged to pass on a 
country better, politically, economically, 
and morally, than we found. Let us never 
allow defeatism to defeat us. Instead, let 
us ever speak the truth, honor the truth, 
and uphold the truth, to our last breath. Hi 
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in America 


Pastor Paul Blair outlines his plan to nullify the Obergefell 
v. Hodges case, which legalized same-sex “marriage,” and 
explains why he is fervent in his mission. 


by Kelly Holt 


aul Blair is pastor of the Fair- 
view Baptist Church in Ed- 
mond, Oklahoma; leader of 


Reclaiming America for Christ (RA4C); 
and former Chicago Bears offensive 
tackle. He recently spoke with THE NEw 
AMERICAN about RA4C’s call to pastors 
to stand up for righteousness following 
the Obergefell case. Obergefell v. Hodges 
is the landmark U.S. Supreme Court case 
in which the court opined that the funda- 
mental right to “marry” is guaranteed to 
same-sex couples. 

Blair explained America’s biblical heri- 
tage and the necessity for pastors to take 
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the lead in persuading lawmakers that nul- 
lification is the rightful remedy, and in sup- 
porting them in that decision. Blair’s plan 
is to launch national resistance beginning in 
Oklahoma, with hopes that the Sooner State 
will serve as a model for other states, start- 
ing with its neighbors Kansas and Texas. 
Pastor Blair is already in discussions with 
lawmakers in those states. 


THE NEW AMERICAN: What do you per- 
ceive to be the real problem in America 
that led to Obergefell and other unconsti- 
tutional decisions? 

Paul Blair: America is not 320 million 
individuals ruled by five non-elected at- 
tomneys. We all know this, it’s just been too 
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long since we put it into practice. We’re a 
union of sovereign states who delegated 
few and defined powers to the govern- 
ment now residing in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Our Constitution begins with “We 
the People” not “They the Powerbrokers.” 

The federal courts have a very limited 
scope of jurisdiction according to Article 
III of the U.S. Constitution. We need to 
remember that and encourage states to ig- 
nore federal court decisions that are out- 
side the proper rule of law as defined in 
the Constitution. 

The unlawful redefinition of marriage 
is a blatant, unlawful attack by the federal 
government on the states, the consent of 
the governed, and Christianity in general. 
This has done more to awaken the masses 
than any action since 1973. We (RA4C) 
are actively reaching out and joining 
hands with hundreds of pastors and leg- 
islators, along with tens of thousands of 
the good citizens across the State of Okla- 
homa. We’re reminding them of what the 
rules [Constitution and Declaration] actu- 
ally say. And we’re honestly asking the 
question, “Why aren’t we following what 
the law says rather than what judges want 
it to say?” Other states need to be doing 
the same thing. 

Everyone is familiar with the term 
“American exceptionalism,” but why was 
America, at one time, exceptional? First, 
recognize that America was never perfect 
and never will be. However, America was 
different and exceptional because of two 
fundamental truths laid out in our coun- 
try’s birth certificate — the Declaration of 
Independence. 

Fundamental Truth #1: God grants rights, 
not government. In fact, man has unalien- 
able rights that include life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness (Blackstone’s Com- 
mentaries defines it thus: the right to walk 
in God’s revealed will and thus find happi- 
ness). The purpose of civil government is 
to secure those rights, and if any form of 
government becomes destructive to these 
ends, the people have the right to alter it, 
abolish it, or throw it off — which they did 
with the tyranny of Great Britain in 1776. 

Fundamental Truth #2: God establishes 
what truth is. Truth is not arbitrary or de- 
termined by a dictator or majority vote. 
Our Creator established right and wrong. 
Our Creator determined truth. Truth is 
“the laws of nature and nature’s God.” No 
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human law should contradict God’s law. 

For nearly 200 years, America was 
proud of its biblical worldview and Chris- 
tian heritage. In 1962 and 1963, the Su- 
preme Court illegally removed the Bible 
and prayer from public education — which 
it had no constitutional authority to do. 

As a consequence, if there is no God, 
then “government” becomes the “god,” as 
it becomes the supreme authority. If there 
is no God, then there is no “law of God,” 
therefore no fixed truth. Truth “evolves” 
as people do. So we removed God and a 
biblical worldview as the foundation of 
American education and replaced Him 
with Marxism (“government is god”) and 
Darwinism (“truth evolves”). 

The church should have risen up in 
1963 and demanded the states reject these 
unlawful Supreme Court actions. How- 
ever, we sat quietly and are now reaping 
the fruit of several generations raised on 
Marxist Darwinism. 


TNA: What do you see to be the solution? 
Blair: Christians need to be trained in how 
to live as Christians. The modern church 
doesn’t do a very good job of discipleship. 

Obviously, there’s nothing more impor- 
tant that trusting Jesus Christ as Savior. 
But somehow we fail to recognize that 
when we accept His gift of salvation, we’re 


also surrendering our lives to His lordship. 
There’s a reason God doesn’t take us to 
heaven the moment we get saved. We’re 
called to bear witness as followers of Jesus 
and serve as His ambassadors. 

The Barna Group [a market research 
firm specializing in studying the religious 
beliefs and behavior of Americans] con- 
ducted a survey by actually testing pro- 
fessing Christians about their worldview. 
Only nine percent of those who identi- 
fied as born-again believers actually had 
a biblical worldview. The majority were 
post-modernists. This shouldn’t be a sur- 
prise because we have removed God from 
our educational system in America, so are 
taught to depend on an all-powerful gov- 
ernment rather than an all-powerful God. 

Actually, every issue America faces is 
dealt with biblically and has been assigned 
to one of four realms of government: self- 
government, church government, family 
government, and civil government. 

For example, it’s up to the individual 
to decide what size soda to buy, not the 
civil government. It’s up to the church to 
oversee charity. It’s up to the family to 
provide for loved ones and to oversee the 
education of the children. According to the 
Bible, the purpose of civil government is 
to punish evil and protect the good. 

However, we’ve been taught to look to 


the all-powerful government to oversee 
everything from education to healthcare 
to welfare. Karl Marx would be proud; 
however, our Founding Fathers would be 
spinning in their graves. 


TNA: How did you come to see Reclaim- 
ing America for Christ as part of the solu- 
tion? 

Blair: When Jesus becomes lord of 
your life, that means more than just the 
lord of Sunday mornings. As a follower 
of Christ, I should parent differently. I 
should be a better husband. I should be 
a better employee and a better employer. 
As a Christian, my business practices 
should reflect Christ. And as a Christian, 
I should be an outstanding citizen and 
maintain a biblical worldview when it 
comes to civil government. 

As I travel the country speaking, I 
see three major problems in the aver- 
age American church. First, the average 
church has abandoned the exclusivity of 
salvation by Christ alone (John 14:6, Acts 
4:12). Second, as mentioned earlier, the 
average church fails in discipleship and 
establishing a biblical worldview in its 
members. Finally, the average church has 
abandoned the intellectuality of Christian- 
ity. We don’t have blind faith, but the truth. 
Unfortunately, most Christians today op- 
erate by feelings rather than facts. 

Reclaiming America for Christ is an 
organization whose goal is to reintroduce 
biblical truths to all who attend and how 
to put those truths into practice in their 
lives. At our annual conference, we focus 
on teaching Christian apologetics and bibli- 
cal worldview; plus, we reaffirm the truth 
of Christianity’s influence on our country’s 
founding and framing. 

For example, in 1859, the historian John 
Pelfrey wrote in his work The History of 
New England, “The Puritan searched the 
Bible, not only for principles and rules, but 
for mandates — and, when he could find 
none of these, for analogies — to guide 
him in precise arrangements of public ad- 
ministration, and in the minutest points of 
individual conduct.” 


Then as now: Paul Blair played five seasons in 
the NFL, coming back after repeated injuries. 
Now, though Christians are on the defensive, 
he has no intention of giving in to cultural and 
moral disintegration. 
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The message: Blair regularly preaches on America’s historically Christian heritage, and why a 
biblical worldview is important. He frequently refers to the nation’s Founders in sermons, and 
teaches that “resistance to tyranny is obedience to God.” 


America’s success has not been by ac- 
cident, but by design. The laws and rights 
that we take for granted in America are 
largely unique to America. The reason 
we’re different was the devoted biblical 
worldview of our Founding Fathers, and 
the influence the Bible had over our politi- 
cal thought. 

Recognizing the role of Christians in 
our country’s birth, we wish to awaken the 
body of Christ in hopes of returning to the 
moorings from which we’ve drifted. With 
our conferences and continuing education, 
we hope to educate, motivate, and activate 
the body of Christ. 


TNA: Explain how pastors can be encour- 
aged and mobilized. 

Blair: The country is huge. It becomes so 
overwhelming that an individual can feel 
helpless. We encourage pastors to apply 
the “Nehemiah Strategy.” Nehemiah led 
rebuilding the walls of Jerusalem in a mi- 
raculous 52 days. His successful strategy 
was for each family to focus on their own 
section of the wall. 

We encourage pastors to focus on their 
own congregations (or, sections of the 
wall) and do three things: (1) Be faith- 
ful to preach the saving Gospel of Jesus 
Christ to their congregations. (2) Make 
sure members are trained and able to share 
their faith in Christ with others. (3) Teach 
their congregations a complete biblical 
worldview. Make disciples! 

Individual churches can transform 
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neighborhoods. Working together, church- 
es can transform a city. Together, trans- 
formed cities and communities can trans- 
form a state. The sovereign states have the 
ability to rein in an out-of-control federal 
government. 


TNA: How can other states be encour- 
aged, and brought alongside Oklahoma s 
effort? 
Blair: We’ve been trained to focus on 
Washington, D.C. We raise millions of dol- 
lars for organizations inside the beltway or 
“the party.” When is the last time Wash- 
ington ever fixed anything? Washington is 
generally the cause of our problems, not 
the solution. In fact, Washington doesn’t 
think it’s broken, because those inside the 
beltway are doing quite well. 

In 1787, the sovereign states designed 
a limited “general government” to handle 
the “general welfare” of those states work- 
ing in union. The states delegated “few 
and defined” powers to this general gov- 
ernment — such as negotiating treaties 
with foreign countries, establishing a navy, 
coining money, and creating a postal sys- 
tem. What took place inside the borders of 
the sovereign states was not the business of 
the general government. Nowhere did we 
the people of the United States delegate to 
Washington the authority to redefine mar- 
riage! Come to think of it, we didn’t del- 
egate the authority to make us abort babies, 
control our education, mandate healthcare, 
or a lot of other things, either. Washington 


does not have unlimited power and they 
certainly don’t have the authority to deter- 
mine the limits of their own power. 

The hero of progressivism, Woodrow 
Wilson, wrote an article in 1887 published 
in the Political Science Quarterly. To sum- 
marize his strategy to transform America, 
he believed that what one generation would 
resist, but eventually accept, the next gen- 
eration would accept because their parents 
did, then future generations would assume 
that it’s always been that way. 

We’ve been trained to function as if the 
states were merely subsidiaries of the fed- 
eral government and ruled by a supreme 
leader and a Supreme Court. We must rec- 
ognize that we’re not ruled by men, but by 
the consent of the governed in accordance 
to the law. 

People keep wanting to amend the 
Constitution. Why? Washington doesn’t 
follow the one we have now. Why do we 
think they’d follow a new amendment? 
Who’s going to make them obey it? Ulti- 
mately, the states have to say “no” when 
Washington tries to act outside the Con- 
stitution. We all point to the 10th Amend- 
ment without realizing that the 10th 
Amendment is not going to enforce itself! 
The states have incredible political power 
if only they have the will to use it. 

I shake my head when I hear people say 
that nullification won’t work. They don’t 
seem to realize that there are some 150 
cities that have already successfully nulli- 
fied federal immigration law and declared 
themselves “sanctuary cities.” Four states, 
plus the District of Columbia, have nulli- 
fied federal drug law and legalized recre- 
ational marijuana. In 2011, the Department 
of Justice nullified the Defense of Mar- 
riage Act (DOMA) stating it wasn’t con- 
stitutional, in their opinion — that was one 
federal agency nullifying the act of another 
agency! If so many are using nullification 
for bad things, why don’t we use it to save 
natural marriage and stop abortion? 

Oklahoma lawfully amended its state 
Constitution in 2004 to incorporate God’s 
definition of marriage. There’s no place in 
the U.S. Constitution where we delegated 
to Washington the authority to redefine 
marriage in our state. In fact, according to 
the 10th Amendment (which is part of the 
U.S. Constitution) that authority clearly re- 
mains with us. Our governor, attorney gen- 
eral, and legislators have all sworn oaths 
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Paul Blair: America is not 320 million individuals ruled 


by five non-elected attorneys. We all know this, it’s just 


been too long since we put it into practice. 
ie} fr q 


to uphold the Constitutions of the State of 
Oklahoma and the United States. We call 
upon them to uphold their oaths of office 
and ignore the U.S. Supreme Court’s un- 
lawful Obergefell opinion. In fact, we want 
Oklahoma to be a “sanctuary state” for 
marriage, life, and the Constitution. 


TNA: What do you have to say to pastors 
who still refrain from discussing “poli- 
tics” from the pulpit? 

Blair: According to Genesis 9, Romans 
13, 1 Timothy 2, and | Peter 2, the institu- 
tion of civil government was God’s idea 
and His purpose for establishing it was to 
punish evildoers and protect those who 
do well, that we may live peaceably in all 
godliness. I call upon pastors to preach the 
whole counsel of God. 

Every pastor recognizes that God had a 
will and design for the family and for the 
church. Even though we all know that chil- 
dren are to obey their parents and pastors 
are to lead their flocks, we understand the 
condition of that leadership being “in the 


Lord.” If a father becomes perverted and 
commands his children to do drugs or com- 
mit illicit acts, the children are not under the 
obligation of unlimited submission. Like- 
wise, if a pastor decided to keep the church 
building fund for himself or began to teach 
heresy, the congregation is not under the 
obligation of “unlimited submission.” 

Our Founding Fathers recognized that if 
a government becomes perverse and tyran- 
nical, then the people had no obligation to 
submit unconditionally. In fact, Jefferson 
stated that if any government ceases to 
protect the unalienable God-given rights of 
man and instead becomes destructive and 
tyrannical, the people have the unalienable 
right to alter, abolish, and replace it. 

As we saw in the Nuremburg trials, a 
person who doesn’t resist an evil action 
becomes complicit with the evil action. 
Therefore, our Founding Fathers believed 
that just as the Hebrew midwives did in 
Exodus 1, the three Hebrews in Daniel 3 
and Peter and John in Acts 5, “Resistance 
to tyranny is obedience to God.” 


One man willing to stand: Pastor Blair travels the country emphasizing the need for a 
second “Great Awakening.” Pastors are encouraged to lead their congregations to a greater 
understanding of the inextricable tie between Christianity and liberty. 
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TNA: What can you say to pastors who are 
truly looking for answers? 

Blair: Call me! I'll be glad to give coun- 
sel and share experiences. I also encourage 
you to visit our website at RA4C.org and 
watch our videos on worldview. We have 
lots of books and resources for you and 
your congregation. 


TNA: Speak to the family in the pew — 
what can families do? 

Blair: Start by educating your family, 
club, friends, Sunday School class, or 
small group. We have worldview training 
ranging from creation to civil government 
on our RA4C website. Make use of it. 

I’m also a fan of “The Truth Project” 
produced by Focus on the Family several 
years ago. It’s a great introduction to begin 
looking at all the world from a biblical 
perspective. 

If several upstanding families in a 
church respectfully approach their pastor, 
they can introduce him to these materials 
and encourage him. If your pastor refuses 
to engage, quit supporting a dead church 
with your attendance and money. Find a 
church that teaches all of the Bible and ap- 
plies it to today’s living. 


TNA: Does RA4C% effort to nullify 
Obergefell reach across denominational 
lines? 

Blair: Yes! We have pastors from at least 
eight to 10 different denominational 
backgrounds who’ve worked together 
for several years, and agree on three es- 
sential points. One, salvation is by grace 
through faith in Christ alone. Two, the 
Bible is the holy, inerrant, plenary Word 
of God. Three, if we don’t experience 
another great awakening, our country is 
in deep trouble. I personally have great 
working relationships with many Ortho- 
dox Jews, as we share a Judeo-Christian 
worldview. However, every citizen who 
desires true liberty will enjoy the fruit of 
our labor. 

The home is the basic building block 
of society. Procreation is the biological 
means of the continuation of humanity to 
future generations, and sociologists ac- 
knowledge that the ideal environment for 
children is to be raised in a loving home 
by the birth parents. While we wholeheart- 
edly support adoption and support single 
moms and dads doing their best to raise 
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their kids, and we pray for homes that are 
starting over after experiencing divorce or 
death, we should still strive for and pro- 
mote that which is ideal — God’s design. 

The Supreme Court’s ruling was wrong 
in many ways. First, the ruling itself was 
illegitimate as Justices Elena Kagan and 
Ruth Bader Ginsburg were far from unbi- 
ased, having officiated same-sex unions in 
the past and even while they were consid- 
ering the Obergefell case. Any justice who 
had respect for the law would have recused 
himself. 

Second, the result itself was uncon- 
stitutional. There is no place in the U.S. 
Constitution where the states delegated 
to Washington the authority to redefine 
marriage. Two years ago, in the Windsor 
case, Justice Anthony Kennedy wrote the 
majority opinion declaring DOMA uncon- 
stitutional because marriage was a states’ 
rights issue, and not under federal juris- 
diction. This year in Obergefell, Kennedy 
reversed course and nullified the state 
constitutions claiming supremacy of the 
U.S. Constitution. That is pure hypocrisy. 
To add further insult to injury, he claimed 
that same-sex “marriage” was secured in 
the Fifth and 14th Amendments. Howev- 
er, that claim was ludicrous — when both 
amendments were ratified, homosexuality 
was illegal in all states. 

Third, the decision violates the founda- 
tion upon which our country exists — the 
laws of nature and nature’s God. Alexan- 
der Hamilton was one of many Founders 
who clearly stated that no human law was 
of any validity if contrary to the law of 
God. No one is required to be a Christian 
to live in America; however, the freedoms 
available for all to enjoy in our country 
come from the biblical worldview held by 
the Founders and Framers. 

Finally, the decision itself celebrates 
immoral conduct. According to the Bible, 
God created male and female — not the 56 
(and growing) gender identities recognized 
by Facebook. By design, God created us as 
sexual beings and gave us the gift of inti- 
macy to be held sacred within the union of 
matriage between a husband and wife (He- 
brews 13:4). According to the Bible, there 
is natural sexuality and sexuality which 
goes “against nature” (Romans 1:26-27). 

All people are created equal, but not all 
behavior is equal. If a person chooses to 
practice dangerous, immoral behavior in 
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privacy, that’s his business, and he alone 
will be accountable both with consequen- 
tial medical issues and before God. How- 
ever, Obergefell is an attempt to force ev- 
eryone to celebrate a behavior that violates 
conscience and the Holy Scriptures, and to 
force the acceptance of that behavior on 
our children through public education. 

The Williams Institute at UCLA con- 
ducted a study in 2011 that concluded only 
1.7 percent of the American population is 
homosexual. When 1.7 percent practice a 
certain behavior, it is not considered “the 
norm,” as 98.3 percent abstain. It is by def- 
inition an abnormal and perverse behavior. 

As Christians, we are our brother’s 
keeper. It’s far more loving to speak the 
truth in hopes of saving someone’s life or 
soul rather than simply “tolerating” self- 
destruction. 


TNA: How has The John Birch Society 
played a part in this? 

Blair: JBS has faithfully stood in defense 
of our Constitution and teaching the true 
history of our country. In so doing, they’ ve 
produced some wonderful materials. For 
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example, we’ve included the 30-minute 
DVD Overview of America as part of our 
biblical worldview training package under 
the topic of “Civil Government” on the 
RAAC website. It is a must watch and the 
first lesson in that section of training. 

I was most impressed with THE NEw 
AMERICAN when they did an article on 
me six years ago. I had stated a number in 
my interview, but was off by one percent- 
age point. Before publishing the article, 
they fact-checked it and informed me of 
the correction that they were making. I 
was amazed at their dedication to being 
100-percent factually accurate. From that 
experience, I have had great confidence in 
trusting the news they report. 

Oklahoma hopes to be the first of many 
states that will join together and reject this 
unlawful opinion offered by the court, rein 
in Washington, and save our union under 
the Constitution. Legally we can. Mor- 
ally we must. I invite everyone to visit our 
websites: www.protectlifeandmarriage. 
com and www.ra4c.org. 

May God bless America, and may 
America be worthy of God’s blessings!! Hi 
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“OBAMAS” 


The Iran nuclear deal that Obama is taking credit for was scripted by globalists and is 
being pushed by them, and they will make sure the deal is rubberstamped. 


by William F. Jasper 


part from the many problematic 

details of the Obama adminis- 

tration’s nuclear deal with Iran, 
there is the overriding problem of the en- 
tire P5+1 process that produced the agree- 
ment and, even more importantly, the U.S. 
Senate’s abdication of its constitutional 
“advice and consent” obligation. 

On July 14, international diplomats 
meeting in Vienna, Austria, announced 
they had reached an historic agreement 
known as the Joint Comprehensive Plan 
of Action (JCPOA) to lift economic sanc- 
tions against Iran in exchange for the 
Tehran regime’s acceptance of interna- 
tional inspections of its nuclear energy 
program. 

In his weekly radio address from the 
White House on July 18, President Obama 
declared that “this deal will make Ameri- 
ca and the world safer and more secure.” 
He described the JCPOA as “a deal that 
will prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear 
weapon.” 

“As Commander-in-Chief,” said 
Obama, “I make no apology for keeping 
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this country safe and secure through the 
hard work of diplomacy over the easy 
tush to war.” 

But has the new agreement been de- 
signed to keep America “safe and secure,” 
as President Obama claims? Or was it 
crafted to further empower the United 
Nations, to further our convergence with 
other nations and our absorption into a 
“new world order” under the UN and other 
global institutions? 

Those questions will only seem “out 
there” to those who are clueless regarding 
the negotiators and the negotiation process 
that produced the Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action. The JCPOA was negotiated 
by representatives of Iran and the global 
powers known as the P5+1 (the five per- 
manent members of the United Nations 
Security Council — China, France, Russia, 
United Kingdom, United States — plus 
Germany). Federica Mogherini, the high 
representative of the European Union to 
the P5+1, was, and is, also a key participant 
(which actually makes it P5+1+1). Mogh- 
erini, a hardcore “Red diaper baby,” was a 
loyal apparatchik in the Italian Communist 
Party. She then followed along as the party 
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CFR one- -world design: Secietany of Energy Ernest Moniz iz (CFR, on far right) and Secretary of State John Kerry (CFR, second from right) at the UN 
building in Vienna, Austria, for the P5+1 conference with representatives from China, France, Germany, the EU, Iran, Russia, and the U.K. 


changed its name to the Democrats of the 
Left — while keeping its same Marxist- 
Leninist agenda. Mogherini, who is now 
the European Union’s foreign policy chief, 
has been a top factotum for the crypto- 
communist Democrats of the Left, serving, 
among other roles, as their representative 
to the Socialist International and the Party 
of European Socialists. She was given the 
honor of announcing the breakthrough 
deal in Vienna on July 14, which (Gust by 
“coincidence,” says the New York Times) 
happens to be a high holy day for commu- 
nists the world over. “July 14 will go down 
as a seminal day in the annual calendar of 
Iran,” the Times reported. “By coincidence, 
it is also Bastille Day, the French national 
day commemorating the beginning of the 
French Revolution in 1789.” 

Mogherini was assisted in the P5+1 
effort by fellow communists Sergey Lav- 
rov (Russia’s foreign minister), Wang Yi 
(China’s foreign minister), and global- 
ists from the U.K., France, Germany, 
and the United States, led by Secretary 
of State John Kerry, a longtime activist 
member of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (CFR), the shadow organization that 
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The timing of the release of the letter of Support by 
the GO experts, July 20, was not an accident; that was 
the very day on which the UN Security Council voted 
to endorse the JCPOA, despite appeals by members 
of the U.S. Congress for the UN to wait until Congress 
had had an opportunity to review the agreement. 


has been the de facto government of the 
United States for most of the past century. 

Secretary Kerry underscored his CFR 
credentials when he joined CFR President 
Richard Haass and CFR members for “A 
Conversation With John F. Kerry” on July 
24, 2015. 

After being introduced by Haass, Kerry 
noted that he’s been a CFR member virtu- 
ally all of his adult life. He said: 


Well, Richard, thank you. Let me 
begin by thanking all of you very 
much for being here early in the 
morning. As Richard said, in the 
summertime I know it is not the 
regular course of business. And I’m 
proud to have been a member of the 
Council on Foreign Relations since, 
I think, about 1971 or something, 
when I first was opposed to the war 
and was invited to join when they 
were reaching out to then genuinely 
younger members. 


Pf _AP Images -—._ 


Kerry’s admission was not quite as reveal- 
ing as that of his predecessor, Hillary Clin- 
ton, who memorably referred to the CFR 
as the “mother ship” of the State Depart- 
ment and gushed that she was so happy the 
New York-based organization had opened 
its satellite office in Washington, D.C., so 
she wouldn’t have to go so far to be told 
what to do! 

While Kerry took center stage at high 
profile PS5+1 meetings, the day-to-day ne- 
gotiations were led by U.S. Under Secre- 
tary of State for Political Affairs (and CFR 
member) Wendy Sherman. Team Obama’s 
principal lineup for selling the Iran deal 
to Congress has consisted of Secretary of 
State John Kerry (CFR), Secretary of En- 
ergy Ernest Moniz (CFR), Secretary of the 
Treasury Jacob Lew (CFR), Secretary of 
Defense Ashton Carter (CFR), and White 
House National Security Advisor Susan 
Rice (CFR). 

On July 20, a group of 60 former Cabi- 
net secretaries, national security advisors, 


Iran’s nuclear program: Russian and Iranian technicians staff the Russian-built Bushehr Nuclear 


Power Plant, near the city of Bushehr, Iran. 
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military leaders, ambassadors, and other 
senior national security leaders — virtu- 
ally all of whom are CFR members — is- 
sued a statement and letter applauding the 
JCPOA with Iran. The group includes Sec- 
retary of State Madeleine Albright; Secre- 
tary of Defense William Perry; Secretary 
of the Treasury Paul O’Neill; National 
Security Advisors Zbigniew Brzezinski 
and Brent Scowcroft; Under Secretar- 
ies of State Nicholas Burns and Thomas 
R. Pickering; U.S. Ambassadors Ryan 
Crocker and Stuart Eizenstat; U.S. Sena- 
tors Tom Daschle, Carl Levin, George 
Mitchell, and Nancy Landon Kassebaum; 
Admiral Eric Olson; Under Secretary of 
Defense for Policy Michele Flournoy; and 
Assistant Secretary for Nonproliferation 
Robert Einhorn. 

Zbigniew Brzezinski’s presence among 
these “experts” is particularly noteworthy, 
as he played a central role in the Carter 
administration’s betrayal and overthrow 
of Shah Reza Pahlavi, America’s most 
steadfast ally in the region, who was also 
a moderating influence on Islam. In his 
place Carter, Brzezinski, and company 
installed the Shia-Leninist regime of Aya- 
tollah Khomeini, which quickly became 
the world’s principal state sponsor of ter- 
ror — and conveniently supplied the CFR 
one-worlders with a perpetual “crisis” to 
be exploited for continuous moves toward 
world government. 

Brzezinski (CFR), Jimmy Carter’s tutor 
and the architect of David Rockefeller’s 
Trilateral Commission, was assisted in 
creating the Iran fiasco by fellow CFR 
comrades in the administration, such as 
Harold Brown, Cyrus Vance, Richard 
Cooper, Richard Gardner, Andrew Young, 
Anthony Lake, Sandy Berger, Robert 
Gates, George Ball, and Milton Katz — 
not to mention the CFR constabulary 
among the establishment media choir that 
provided indispensable support. Carter 
himself later joined the CFR, formalizing 
a relationship that he had earlier chosen to 
keep hidden for political purposes. 


UN, CFR Declare Iran Deal 
“International Law” 

The timing of the release of the letter of 
support by the 60 experts, July 20, was 
not an accident; that was the very day on 
which the UN Security Council voted to 
endorse the JCPOA, despite appeals by 
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members of the U.S. Congress for the UN 
to wait until Congress had had an opportu- 
nity to review the agreement. Immediate- 
ly, the CFR establishment declared that, as 
a result of the UN vote, the Iran deal was 
now “international law,” and there is noth- 
ing that Congress or the American people 
can do but accept it. 

In a story entitled “Iran deal set to 
become international law,” CBS News 
reported: 


CBS News foreign affairs analyst 
Pamela Falk says the resolution will 
make the Iran nuclear deal interna- 
tional law, but will delay its official 
implementation for 90 days, to allow 
for the U.S. Congress’ consideration. 

Falk explained that while Con- 
gress cannot block the implementa- 
tion of the deal, if the legislative body 
votes against it and has enough votes 
to override a promised veto from 
President Obama, it is not clear what 
would happen next. 


Not surprisingly, the above-mentioned 
“CBS News foreign affairs analyst Pamela 
Falk” is a CFR member, but her globalist 
credentials are not divulged in the story, 
of course. 

“A U.S. official told CBS News that 
American law doesn’t ‘trump’ U.N. reso- 
lutions,” the story continues, “but if Con- 
gress were to vote against the measure 
— and gamer enough votes to override a 
presidential veto — lawmakers could stop 
U.S. sanctions being lifted, which could 
prompt Iran to declare the U.S. as non- 
compliant with the terms of the deal and 
to back out.” 

According to CBS: “If U.S. lawmakers 
were to decide after Monday’s vote that 
they wanted changes to the terms of the 
agreement, it would essentially be too 
late, because it would require the Secu- 
rity Council to propose a new resolution 
— and there would likely be little appetite 
for such deliberations among the other ne- 
gotiating partners.” 

The CBS report noted that Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee Chairman Bob 
Corker (R- Tenn.), on July 16, wrote a let- 
ter to President Obama saying, “We urge 
you to postpone the vote at the United Na- 
tions until after Congress considers this 
agreement.” 
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Making the pitch: President Obama checks his notes during a White House press conference on 
the Iran nuclear deal on July 15. 


“But the chief U.S. negotiator in the 
Iran talks, Wendy Sherman, rejected that 
idea,” CBS reported, continuing that Sher- 
man (CFR) told reporters: “It would have 
been a little difficult when all of the (coun- 
tries negotiating with Iran) wanted to go to 
the United Nations to get an endorsement 
of this, since it is a product of the United 
Nations process, for us to say, ‘Well, ex- 
cuse me, the world, you should wait for 
the United States Congress.’” 

“Sherman said the council resolution 
allows the ‘time and space’ for a congres- 
sional review before the measure actually 
takes effect,” CBS reported. 

Yes, according to CFR “experts” in the 
government and the media, the U.S. Con- 
gress shall be allowed to “review” the Iran 
deal (JCPOA), but not allowed to take any 
substantive action other than to offer a per- 
functory rubber-stamp approval. 

But the esteemed opinions of Obama 
administration functionaries and media 
analysts notwithstanding, the U.S. Con- 
stitution — tattered, battered, and ignored 
though it be — still remains the law of the 
land governing official conduct. And Ar- 
ticle I, Section 2 of our Constitution states 
that the president of the United States 
“shall have Power, by and with the Advice 
and Consent of the Senate, to make Trea- 
ties, provided two thirds of the Senators 
present concur.” 

The JCPOA is a treaty, regardless of 
the administration’s claim it is an execu- 
tive agreement that does not require a 


two-thirds approval vote in the Senate. It 
deals with matters that have always been 
considered treaty matters. As President 
Obama himself stated, it deals with the 
safety and security of the United States. 

Unfortunately, whether due to incom- 
petence or skullduggery, Senator Corker 
played into the calculating hands of the 
CFR and the Obama administration by of- 
fering (and passing) the Corker-Menendez 
bill, S. 615, back in April. The Corker- 
Menendez bill, in effect, traded (without 
the constitutional authority to do so) the 
two-thirds supermajority count President 
Obama would need to get to have the 
JCPOA approved as a treaty for simple 
majority votes in the House and Senate. 
This has turned the treaty clause on its 
head; now, under Corker-Menendez, it is 
the opponents of the JCPOA who must 
come up with a two-thirds supermajority 
to override a presidential veto, if Con- 
gress votes to reject the deal and President 
Obama vetoes their rejection. 

As with this country’s many undeclared 
wars in recent years and the controver- 
sial Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment Part- 
nership (TTIP), under the Iran deal the 
Republican leaders in Congress are as- 
sisting the Obama administration (as they 
previously did the Bush and Clinton ad- 
ministrations) in advancing the CFR plan 
for centralization of power, destruction of 
constitutional checks and balances, and 
erosion of national sovereignty. Ml 
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RUSSIAS 


Using a propaganda blitz, the Vladimir Putin regime is resurrecting and improving the 
memories of Joseph Stalin, likely to re-Sovietize Russia. 


by Christian Gomez 


he late Romanian writer and Com- 
munist Party apparatchik Octavian 
Paler once said, “The statues of 
Lenin and Stalin are down, but the fight 
against their ghosts seems harder.” In both 
Russia and the former captive nations in 
the periphery of the old Soviet Empire, 
the “fight against their ghosts” contin- 
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ues to get harder as idolization of former 
communist dictator Joseph Stalin enjoys 
a newfound revival amid Russia’s resur- 

gence and quest for past Soviet glory. 
Born in 1878 to a drunken father and 
strictly religious Georgian Orthodox 
mother, Joseph Vissarionovich Stalin 
(born Ioseb Besarionis Dze Jughashvili) 


would go on to lead the Soviet Union as 
general secretary of the Central Commit- 


tee of the All-Union Communist Party, or 
Bolsheviks (later renamed Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, CPSU), from 
1922 to his death in 1952. 

For more than a quarter of a century, 
Stalin ruled the USSR and its satellite na- 
tions with an iron fist. Through his various 
“Five Year Plans,” Stalin is credited with 
the USSR’s massive industrialization, 
from an agrarian state to a world super- 
power. He is also attributed with creating 
a vast spy network and totalitarian police 
state through the expansion of the Soviet 
secret police — the GPU, OGPU, NK VD, 
and then NKGB (forerunners to the KGB). 
By way of his numerous purges, death 
quota lists, and vast gulag (prison camps) 
system, he was directly responsible for the 
deaths of over 20 million people. Another 
20 million Soviet citizens and Red Army 
troops also died as result of World War II, 
during Stalin’s reign. 

Stalin is also responsible for the 10 mil- 
lion Ukrainians who perished as a result 
of the Soviet-engineered Holodomor, or 
“extermination by hunger,” from 1932 
to 1933. Writing for the International 
Business Times, Palash Ghosh says, “An 
amoral psychopath and paranoid with a 
gangster’s mentality, Stalin eliminated 
anyone and everyone who was a threat to 
his power — including (and especially) 
former allies. He had absolutely no regard 
for the sanctity of human life.” 

Despite all this and more, Stalin’s 
image has returned to a newfound fanfare 
among the Russian people in the last de- 
cade and a half. 

Agence France-Presse (AFP) reports, 
“Since President Vladimir Putin took 
power in 2000, there has been a growing 
chorus of Russians who take a positive 
view of the Soviet tyrant’s role in history.” 
As the AFP alluded to, the duration of Rus- 
sia’s new Stalinist revival has run parallel 
with Putin’s time in office, and thus likely 
is aresult of Putin’s ambitious re-Sovietiza- 
tion of Russia, as we shall shortly examine. 

Regarding Stalin, the AFP article con- 
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tinued, “The palpable change in how Rus- 
sians perceive the mustachioed despot has 
particularly come into stark focus in the 
run-up to Russia’s celebrations of Soviet 
victory over Nazi Germany in WWII.” 

Russia’s World War II festivities culmi- 
nated on May 9, 2015 with the celebration 
of Victory Day, a national Russian holiday 
commemorating the 70th anniversary of 
the defeat of Nazi Germany by the Soviet 
Union and the Allied powers in 1945. 

Russia celebrated Victory Day with the 
usual military parade down Moscow’s 
Red Square, as the Kremlin and other sur- 
rounding buildings were adorned with the 
hammer and sickle and other communist 
symbols reminiscent of the old Soviet 
Union. Red Square mirrored the nostalgic 
fervor for the “glory days” of the USSR 
and its former dictator Joseph Stalin. 
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One leading historian told Britain’s 
Daily Mail newspaper that according to 
new evidence, “Stalin’s rehabilitation is 
being steadily implemented.” (Emphasis 
added.) 

During a televised phone interview 
broadcast on Russian national TV in April 
2015, Putin downplayed Stalin’s murder- 
ousness, saying, “The Stalin regime never 
aimed to exterminate entire ethnic groups.” 

Aside from the fact that Stalin’s purges 
killed millions of his own Russian and na- 
tive Georgian people (so the fact that he 
didn’t target one specific group is not re- 
ally a redeeming point), Putin and the Rus- 
sian government have yet to acknowledge 
the horrific Holodomor in the Ukraine. 
In fact, they have previously condemned 
foreign governments, including the U.S. 
Congress, for doing so. 


A Stalin billboard overlooks a young woman on her cellphone pushing a baby carriage in 
Sevastopol, in Russian-annexed Crimea, on April 30, 2015. Sponsored by the Communist Party 
of the Russian Federation, the ominous billboard reads “Eternal Glory to the Victors!” 
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On April 18, 2004, the U.S. Senate 
passed Senate Resolution 202, which of- 
ficially recognized that “the man-made 
Ukraine famine of 1932-33 was an act 
of genocide as defined by the United 
Nations Genocide Convention.” And on 
October 12, 2006, President George W. 
Bush signed a resolution into law allocat- 
ing a plot of land in Washington, D.C., to 
the Ukrainian government to erect a mon- 
ument for the victims of the Holodomor. 

Despite Stalin’s actual record, Putin and 
the Kremlin’s Stalinist nostalgia appears 
to be rubbing off on the people, as evi- 
denced by the testimony of one young man 
interviewed by the AFP. 

Mikhail Kosyrev, a 29-year-old law- 
school student in Russia, explained to the 
AFP that he did not always admire Sta- 
lin as he presently does. “Over the past 
five years I’ve often watched documen- 
tary films about Stalin, about that time 
on television and learnt more about him,” 
Kosyrev detailed. “And now I don’t have 
any negative feelings towards him. He had 
good intentions.” 

It is worth mentioning that unlike in 
the Western world, Russia does not have 
a free press and media. As in Communist 
Cuba and in United Socialist Party-domi- 
nated Venezuela, all television, radio, and 
newspaper media is tightly controlled and 
censored by the state. Since Putin first as- 
cended to the Russian presidency, numer- 
ous independent Russian media outlets, 
including those the slightest bit critical of 
Putin and the Kremlin, have had their gov- 
ernment licenses either revoked or refused 
for renewal, or have been the subject of 
unreasonably hefty fines, forcing them to 
shut down and leaving the Russian people 
with only the Kremlin-line state propa- 
ganda media. The fact that the Russian 
government heavily filters media content 
is quite indicative. 

As in the days of the USSR’s Ministry 
of Propaganda, the Kremlin is once again 
polishing the image of Stalin. From the 
staunchest of Putin and United Russia 
(Putin’s ruling party) supporters to die- 
hard proponents of the supposedly “op- 
position” Communist Party of the Rus- 
sian Federation (CPRF) led by Gennady 
Zyuganov, fanfare for Stalin traverses 
Russia’s mainstream political spectrum. 

A 2008 online nationwide poll in Rus- 
sia — which included over 50 million 
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votes — named Stalin as the third most 
popular Russian who ever lived. In 2011, 
another poll, commissioned by VTsIOM, 
revealed that 45 percent of Russians op- 
posed the de-Stalinization programs. 

Alexei Makarkin, deputy director of the 
Center of Political Technologies, one of 
Russia’s oldest political think tanks, said, 
“Stalin ... is a symbol of authority: harsh 
and brutal, but patriotic and non-corrupt.” 
To many in Russia, this is how Stalin is 
perceived. 

In 2012, school notebooks with a por- 
trait of Stalin on the cover sparked con- 
troversy in Russia. The notebooks, por- 
traying Stalin wearing his infamous olive 
green military uniform with full array of 
Soviet accouterments, were published as 
part of the publisher’s “Great Russians” 
series. Human rights activists and histo- 
rians accused the notebooks of portraying 
Stalin in a positive light. 

Russian historian Nikolai Svanidze told 
the Associated Press, ““When children see 
this magnificent cover with handsome 
mustachioed Stalin, they perceive him as 
a hero.” 

According to the AP, “Russian Educa- 
tion Minister Andrey Fursenko said he 
did not like the books but added that he 
had no powers to stop their sale.” Despite 
a faint criticism from the Russian Public 
Chamber, a government oversight com- 
mittee, stores remained unable to keep the 
Stalin notebooks on their shelves, as they 
continued to be sold out. 

In 2013, the city council of Volgograd 
passed a measure to temporarily rename 
their city Stalingrad (as it was named prior 
to 1961) to commemorate the 70th anni- 
versary of the Battle of Stalingrad. 

Statues of Stalin were also still stand- 
ing in neighboring Ukraine until 2014, 
when reports surfaced of their toppling 
in the midst of the Ukrainian conflict. 
What those reports failed to mention or 
ask was, if communism actually fell in 
1989/1991, as largely purported, then 
why were statues of Stalin still standing 
as of 2014? Were they re-erected some- 
time between the “fall of communism” 
and the 2014 Ukrainian conflict, or were 
they never toppled to begin with? Either 
way, the continued presence of statues of 
Stalin suggests that not much has actually 
changed as far as communism’s alleged 
demise is concerned. 
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Pedestrians in St. Petersburg, Russia, walk past a van adorned with Stalin’s image and a 


sign reading, “Stalingrad gets back its victorious name.” In 2013, the city council of Volgograd 
passed a measure to temporarily rename their city Stalingrad (as it was named prior to 1961) to 
commemorate the 70th anniversary of the Battle of Stalingrad. 


In 2015, AFP reported, “Banners featur- 
ing Stalin whose name is inseparably tied 
to the history of the 1941-1945 conflict 
known in Russia as the Great Patriotic War 
were spotted in Moscow and Magadan, a 
former transit point in a vast network of 
Stalinist labour camps.” The AFP contin- 
ued, “A poster praising Stalin appeared in 
a Saint Petersburg high school last month, 
while Kremlin-backed military enthusiasts 
are preparing to open a museum dedicated 
to the Soviet dictator in a village west of 
Moscow.” 

From having Stalin’s portrait plastered 
on student notebooks and on the side of 
public city buses, to the erection of new 
monuments and museums, to the renam- 
ing of Stalingrad (albeit temporarily), the 
imagery and fanfare for Stalin is in no 
danger of disappearing throughout Rus- 
sia. Despite this stark recognition, the 
question must be asked: Why? Why is 
Stalin being so vigorously memorialized 
by the government? 

Nikita Petrov, a historian with Memo- 
rial, a prominent human rights monitor in 
Russia, told the AFP, “Officials, who are 
nostalgic for the superpower status of the 
USSR, have consciously been promoting 
Stalin as a tough leader who led the Soviet 
Union to victory in WWII and presided 
over the country’s industrialization.” 

In the midst of new international conflict 
with the West over Ukraine and the weak- 
ening of the ruble at home, many Russians 
seem to find a sense of assurance, safety, 


and national pride in Stalin. To these indi- 
viduals, Stalin represents an ability to per- 
severe against the toughest of obstacles. 

In 1961, Soviet leader Nikita Khrush- 
chev implemented de-Stalinization; now 
Vladimir Putin is gradually implement- 
ing re-Stalinization. This new propaganda 
campaign is just one of the many avenues 
Putin is pursuing in the long road back 
toward re-establishing the USSR, both in 
its geographical and economic space via 
the emerging apparatus of the Eurasian 
Economic Union, as well as in its sense of 
nationalistic pride at home, via the rise of 
the new ethno-political identity of “Eur- 
asianism,” as previously reported by THE 
NEW AMERICAN online. 

As the “fearless leader” of the Soviet 
Union during World War II, Stalin wasn’t 
just a “great Russian” to many, but also 
a “great Eurasianist,” which Putin him- 
self likewise aspires to be regarded as. 
The image of Joseph Stalin and the statist 
Marxist-Leninist ideology that he repre- 
sented appear to be the instrument and role 
model that Putin has chosen to pattern his 
“new” Russia after. 

As Russia continues its decline from 
what little freedom it has toward stat- 
ism, and as economic conditions worsen 
domestically in Russia, we can expect to 
continue seeing Stalin’s name and imagery 
invoked and revitalized even further. Sta- 
lin and his despotic reign of terror may be 
long gone, but his ghost continues to reign 
over Putin’s Russia. 
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ObamaCare: Stifling Innovation 

Since ObamaCare is an extremely expensive 
experiment in providing healthcare, it 
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Regulating Your e-Freedom 
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No Wisdom in War 


Former presidential candidate and Congressman Ron Paul goes in-depth, using both 
moral and economic reasons, about why America should only go to war to defend itself. 


Ron Paul 


. Swords into i 


‘Plowshares 


A Life in Wartime 


and a Future of Peace and Prosperity 


by Laurence M. Vance 


Swords into Plowshares: A Life in War- 
time and a Future of Peace and Prosper- 
ity, by Ron Paul, Ron Paul Institute for 
Peace and Prosperity, 2015, 237 pages, 
paperback. 


ormer Republican member of Con- 
FE gress and three-time presidential 
candidate Ron Paul needs no intro- 
duction. A medical doctor by training, Dr. 
Paul was known in Congress as “Dr. No” 
for his steadfast opposition to unconsti- 
tutional legislation. He was regularly la- 
beled the “taxpayer’s best friend.” But he 
is perhaps best known around the world 
as an advocate for a U.S. foreign policy 
of peace, neutrality, and non-intervention. 
Having read, I believe, all of Ron Paul’s 
books, I can say without any hesitation that 
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Swords into Plowshares is undoubtedly his 
most important and most personal book. 

The book has no preface or introduc- 
tion, but the first chapter serves as one. 
There are 21 chapters, each opening with 
an excerpt from a song that relates to war 
or peace. The chapters vary greatly in size 
and scope (war, peace, foreign policy, 
economics, dictators, empire, trade, vet- 
erans, government, nonintervention). The 
book is very easy to read and digest, as the 
majority of the chapters are divided into 
between two and 10 sections, depending 
on the chapter’s length. There is no index, 
but all of the chapter sections are listed in 
the very detailed table of contents. Swords 
into Plowshares closes with a list of the 
songs excerpted in the book, a list of other 
songs of interest, and a list of books men- 
tioned in the book. Because of the nature 
of the book, there are no footnotes. Each 
chapter reads like Paul giving one of his 
many impromptu, but informative and 
passionate, speeches. The title of the book 
is taken from Isaiah 2:4. 

It is in the first and third chapters that 
we see at last why it is that Paul is so ada- 
mantly opposed to war and intervention- 
ism and in favor of peace and a noninter- 
ventionist foreign policy. 

Born before World War II, Paul remem- 
bers the government rationing, the black 
markets (which he terms the “free mar- 
kets”), the constant news about the war, 
and several of his uncles, cousins, and 
members of his church being drafted — 
some of whom were killed in action. His 
family was “mainly of German descent,” 
and some relatives still lived in Germany 
during the war. Paul observes that as a child 
he was taught to pray for their safety, “yet 
it was the US military that was trying to 
kill them.” Even at a young age, “families 
fighting and killing each other made no 
sense” to him. When World War II ended, 
the 10-year-old Paul “was quite certain that 
war should be avoided if at all possible.” 
He “dreaded the possibility of taking up 
arms and killing people.” 


While in college, because he assumed 
that he would one day be drafted, Paul de- 
cided to go to medical school so that he 
could be in a position to save lives instead 
of take lives. While in college, he “never 
heard any discussion of the pros and cons 
of going to war” or heard addressed “the 
subject of noninterventionist foreign 
policy that the Founders had advocated.” 
While serving as an Air Force flight sur- 
geon during the 1960s, Paul “had strong 
suspicions at the time that the war was 
wrong,” but “did not yet fully understand 
the great evil of our policy of endless, un- 
declared wars.” Yet, he now asks about 
his time in the Air Force: “Why was I so 
complacent, and why did I so rarely seri- 
ously question the wisdom of the Vietnam 
War?” It was knowledge of people who 
died in the Vietnam War “in combination 
with a growing understanding of how and 
why most wars are fought” that played a 
significant role in building Paul’s “deter- 
mination to advocate for a noninterven- 
tionist foreign policy.” 

Paul was elected to Congress for the first 
time in 1976. Although he was “strongly 
opposed to intervention in the affairs of 
other nations,” foreign policy was not on 
the “front burner.” It was economic and 
monetary policy that prompted him to run 
for Congress. Over the years he “became 
much more firmly convinced that the poli- 
cies of foreign intervention, endorsed by 
both political parties, would always cause 
a great deal of harm to us” and “continued 
to strengthen his belief that a noninterven- 
tionist foreign policy is a necessity for a 
free society to exist and thrive.” Each year 
his conviction “grew that most of our wars 
throughout our history should have been 
avoided.” Paul spoke out against President 
Reagan after 241 U.S. servicemen were 
killed in Beirut, Lebanon, in 1983. Rea- 
gan’s interventions “stirred” his “inter- 
est in foreign affairs.” Over the years his 
“abhorrence of our involvement in foreign 
militarism” grew as he “continued to read 
and study many both liberal and libertar- 
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ian authors” who convinced him “of the 
antiwar cause and the benefits of minding 
our own business.” It was “experience and 
exposure to pro-peace journalists and au- 
thors” that helped strengthen his “opposi- 
tion to the status quo foreign policy of the 
Democrats and Republicans.” 

Paul modestly tells the reader that Swords 
into Plowshares “is about the needlessness 
of war and whose interests are served by 
war.” This is quite an understatement. The 
book is a tour de force regarding all things 
related to war, militarism, the warfare state, 
and U.S. foreign policy. 

“War is unholy and makes no sense,” 
maintains Paul. “The bad results of war are 
endless.” One of the most significant rea- 
sons wars erupt is because “war-prone in- 
dividuals, bent on evil,” are allowed to gain 
power in government. War is the “health of 
the state” and “always an economic nega- 
tive.” War “distracts from wealth creation, 
consumes wealth, and undermines liberty.” 

Yet, “the arguments against warfare fall 
on deaf ears with most conservatives.” 

This, of course, does not mean that Paul 
is a pacifist. He does not oppose truly de- 
fensive war. The trouble is that “war is 
rarely justified, i.e., defensive in nature.” 
Although most wars “are justified through 
deceptions,” only a country responding to 
an attack by another nation is engaging in a 
just war. And in the United States, “engag- 
ing in war should require a congressional 
declaration.” 

Paul doesn’t shy away from critiquing 
World War II, the “good war.” “War is hell; 
there are no good wars,” he says. He equally 
condemns the atomic bombing of Hiroshi- 


ma and Nagasaki and the firebombing of 
Dresden and Hamburg. He talks about how 
FDR maneuvered the nation into war, just 
as President Wilson did for World War I. 
He destroys the argument that the United 
States entering World War II ended the De- 
pression and the “deeply flawed arguments 
for why war is healthy for the economy.” 
Paul is not alone, of course, in his criticisms 
of the “good war.” He favorably refers to 
conservative Patrick Buchanan’s book 
about World War II: Churchill, Hitler, and 
the Unnecessary War. 

Naturally, the Korean War, the Vietnam 
War, the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and 
the military interventions of various presi- 
dents since World War II are also strongly 
condemned. Paul sees wartime presidents 
as the worst violators of liberty. He heav- 
ily criticizes President George W. Bush, 
whose “Bush Doctrine” is “an American- 
style ‘enabling act,’ giving dictatorial 
powers to any sitting president.” 

There is plenty in Swords into Plow- 
shares to make neoconservatives squirm 
(and some conservatives uncomfortable). 
Paul discusses and condemns the military- 
industrial complex, the Federal Reserve, 
the public school system, sanctions, false 
flag incidents, NATO, entangling alli- 
ances, drone attacks and drone operators, 
the PATRIOT Act, preemptive war, assas- 
sinations without due process, government 
bureaucrats, the nationalization and mili- 
tarization of local police, the NSA, secret 
military prisons, extraordinary rendition, 
and torture. 

The United States’ “militaristic foreign 
policy,” Paul contends, is “immoral.” It 
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“hurts our national security, profits special 
interests, and costs too much.” It “causes 
greater hatred toward and blowback on the 
American people.” “Blowback” is a theme 
that Paul raises throughout the book. Al- 
though Americans may not be counting 
“the deaths of non-Americans as a con- 
sequence of our sanctions, invasions, and 
bombings,” the Muslim world is, and “re- 
cipients of such violence and their families 
have long memories.” U.S. foreign policy 
is also hypocritical, since “the US spies, 
bombs, and occupies and then turns around 
and condemns others for doing the very 
same thing.” Swiss neutrality is held up as 
a model for U.S. foreign policy. The United 
States should simply bring its troops home 
and mind its own business. 

Yet, governments are determined to de- 
humanize the enemy to condition “soldiers 
to kill their fellow human beings.” Govern- 
ments issue propaganda and disinformation 
and utter “official lies” to scare the populace 
into supporting its wars. Governments “lie 
and use war propaganda to incite enough ha- 
tred to cause young soldiers to accept travel- 
ing many miles to kill strangers who never 
committed an act of aggression against 
them or their country.” What the govern- 
ment wants is “efficient, sterile killers in 
immoral wars who can be awarded medals 
and paraded before cheering audiences as 
great patriotic defenders of our liberty.” 

Paul says we must “reject the notion 
that loyal obedience to state dictatorial 
power is patriotic, necessary, and always 
good.” Americans must soundly reject 
“the concept that a government can legiti- 
mately initiate force and commit aggres- 
sion against anyone or another country.” 
The government “has little to do with 
defending our freedoms or stopping ter- 
rorism.” “Service” in the U.S. military — 
to invade, occupy, and oppress countries 
in order to extend U.S. empire — must 
not be glorified as a “heroic” and “sacred 
effort.” It annoys Paul to no end when a 
“chickenhawk” thanks him for his service 
as if he were “some sort of hero.” “Merely 
wearing a military uniform doesn’t quali- 
fy anyone as a hero,” he adds. 

Swords into Plowshares is the best in- 
troduction to the destructiveness and im- 
morality of war and a Jeffersonian foreign 
policy of peace, commerce, and honest 
friendship with all nations, and entangling 
alliances with none. 
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Party On! 


The Eubanks family of Roanoke, Virginia, 
was in for a major surprise on July 6, the day 
of their son Camden’s 10th birthday party. 

Camden had expressed to his parents 
that he wished for a birthday party with 
friends and a water balloon fight, but 
Wayne Eubanks and his wife, Traci, were 
very concerned that no one would show 
up for their son’s birthday party. Camden 
is homeschooled by his parents because he 
suffers from apraxia of speech. His condi- 
tion makes it difficult for him to articulate 
and results in compulsiveness at times, ac- 
cording to his parents, making it difficult 
for him to make friends. 

“Basically it means the brain has trou- 
ble telling the mouth how to move its mus- 
cles,” Traci told ABC News. “So, a ‘T-H’ 
sound comes out as an ‘M’ sound. He also 
has some coordination issues with fine 
motor skills like holding a pencil.” 

Camden’s mother took to Facebook to 
put out an open invitation to all parents in 
the area with kids. In her invitation, she 
explained her reasoning for homeschool- 
ing her son: 


I know all kids should learn disap- 
pointment in life — but sometimes 
other kids are so cruel.... We home- 
school Camden because he would 
have a very hard time in a classroom 
setting, because he is hyperactive 
and as I mentioned above, impul- 
sive. I also chose to homeschool him 
because I didn’t want the labels he 
would’ve gotten in a public school 
setting — those labels follow you the 
rest of your life. 


She also explained Camden’s history with 
making friends: 


He mainly plays with his older sis- 
ter and her best friend and one other 
boy in the neighborhood. This friend 
is 11 and has recently decided he’s 
too cool to hang out with a “little kid 
that can’t talk right.” So poor Cam 
is left with no one else to play with. 
We are having his ultimate water 
balloon fight party, but there isn’t 
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really lots of kids to invite like he 
wants, pretty much all that will be 
there is his sister and her best friend 
and a few cousins. 


The invitation closed with a plea to con- 
sider spending time with her son: “To 
fulfill his 10th birthday wish of having a 
huge water balloon fight, I am extending 
an open invitation to anyone with kids that 
wants to come throw some water balloons 
with one awesome little boy.” 

An unknown person reposted the invi- 
tation to Reddit and something wonder- 
ful happened. On the morning of July 6, 
Camden and his parents discovered doz- 
ens upon dozens of packages containing 
presents for Camden. Some had been sent 
from as far as China and Brazil. WDBJ 
reported that the Mattell toy company sent 
a box full of gifts, too. 

According to the Roanoke Times, the 
gifts that Camden really enjoyed were the 
drawings that children sent to him. “He 
loves the gifts the kids sent him where 
they drew a picture,” said Wayne Eubanks. 
“When somebody sits down and draws 
you a picture, that’s from the heart, man. 
He eats that up.” 

And the surprises did not end there. 
Later that day, approximately 300 to 400 
people showed up for the party, many of 
whom were strangers who drove hours to 
attend — parents, children, Roanoke po- 
lice officers, and local bikers were among 
the attendees. The local fire department 
showed up and entertained the children by 
showering water on them. Later, Camden 
enjoyed a water balloon fight with hun- 
dreds of guests. Many guests stayed after 
the party to help the Eubankses clean up 
the park where the party was held. 

A GoFundMe page to help pay for 
the party costs, including a $100 park 
fee, made double the amount the parents 
sought; Traci’s $500 goal was doubled 
within days. 

Also, the Reddit page that featured 
Camden’s story had comments from near- 
ly 1,000 Reddit users, all with words of 
encouragement. 

The Roanoke Times reported that Cam- 
den made new friends at the party. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


“Camden is an awesome kid,” said 
Hunter Keesee, 11, of Vinton. 


Homes for Heroes 


This summer, country music singer Tim 
McGraw is making dreams come true for 
some of America’s veterans by giving 
away mortgage-free homes to veterans. 

Over the last three years, McGraw 
has already donated over 100 homes to 
military families, after he formed a part- 
nership with Chase Bank and Operation 
Homefront. 

According to McGraw, the Homefront 
program has made his summers “so much 
more special than I could have originally 
imagined.” He added, “I can honestly say 
that I got as much or more out of the ex- 
perience than the veterans who received 
the new homes and assistance.” 

On his 2012 “Brothers of the Sun” 
tour, he gave away 25 homes to wounded 
or needy military service members, the 
Associated Press reported. 

“My sister’s a veteran, my uncle’s a 
veteran, my grandfather was a veteran, 
one of my best friends is a veteran,” Mc- 
Graw said in an interview. “I’ve known 
people my whole life who are in service 
to America. And I think in my position to 
be able to do something like that is prob- 
ably the ultimate thing. So to be able to 
go on tour and provide sort of a stable 
foundation for a veteran and their family 
is something I really look forward to.” 

McGraw’s “Shotgun Rider 2015 
Tour,” during which he has already 
given away six homes, began on June 
5. It will continue through September, 
allowing McGraw to give away 30 more 
homes. 

For McGraw, providing homes to these 
veterans gives the veterans a small taste 
of the security that the American people 
enjoy thanks to the military. “For them to 
be able to come back and have that same 
sort of security for their little girls and 
their little boys and their wives, and to 
be able to have a home that is secure and 
safe is something that really hit home for 
me,” McGraw said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Aces and Airplanes 


World War I was the first major conflict to see air combat on a large scale. It was a time 
of dangerous machines, flamboyant personalities, and legendary air battles. 


by Brian Farmer 


one belligerent trying to achieve “air 
superiority” over the other. Doing so 
all but guarantees victory in the war. Air 
combat is as much about advanced tech- 
nology as it is about human skill, and it 
has become almost impersonal. Not so for 
the brave, eccentric, and driven men of the 
air war during World War I, the first major 
war to see an air theatre. 
The main contenders in the air op- 
erations of World War I were Germany, 
France, and the British Empire. Italy, 


| n modern warfare, we often hear of 
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Austria-Hungary, Russia, and the United 
States played lesser roles. 

While the major air operations of 
World War I took place over the battle- 
fields of France, military aviation also 
played a valuable role in the campaigns 
in northern Italy. In addition, the Ger- 
mans used aircraft effectively in their 
victories over the Russians on the East- 
ern Front, as did the British against the 
Turks in Palestine. 

The air phase of World War I can best 
be understood by considering the basic el- 
ements of aerial combat: men, machines, 
and tactics. 


The Men 

The challenge of air combat attracted men 
of daring and ambition from the other 
branches of the armed services, as well as 
from civilian life. The aviators of the war- 
ring nations were volunteers, who were se- 
lected for their physical fitness and their 
eagemess to match themselves against the 
risks presented by this new type of war. 
They rode flimsy, underpowered machines 
into a strange and different realm of bat- 
tle, where the impersonal forces of wind, 
weather, gravity, and lack of oxygen could 
be more deadly than the human enemy. 
There were no trenches for protection but 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ AUGUST 24, 2015 


only the clever use of the sun’s glare for 
momentary concealment. There was no 
safe place to hide in the open sky except 
for the occasional cloud. The aviator often 
fought and died alone. Even his training 
was hazardous: More pilots lost their lives 
in training than in combat. 

The air force commanders who rose to 
the top were usually young and aggressive. 
The outstanding personality among them 
was Major General (later Air Chief Mar- 
shal) Sir Hugh Trenchard of Great Britain, 
now generally recognized as the founding 
father of modern airpower, who built the 
Royal Air Force into the most efficient air 
force in Europe. In addition, Brigadier Gen- 
eral Maurice Duval of France, Lieutenant 
General Emst von Hoeppner of Germany, 
and Colonel (later Major General) Giulio 
Douhet of Italy all achieved distinction as 
skilled air force commanders, as did Amer- 
ican Brigadier General William “Billy” 
Mitchell, who showed considerable tal- 
ent in directing the operations of U.S. air 
units in France, and later devoted his life 
to championing the airplane as the decisive 
weapon of future wars. 

Initially, aerial combat was an individu- 
alistic endeavor. Fighter pilots kept scores 
of their kills, and those in the Allied air 
forces who downed five or more enemy 
aircraft were referred to as “aces.” Some 
became legendary. 
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The Red Baron 

Manfred von Richthofen was a Ger- 
man fighter pilot with the Luftstreitkrafte 
(Imperial German Army Air Service). He 
is considered the top ace of the war, being 
officially credited with 80 air combat vic- 
tories. Richthofen was a Freiherr, a title of 
nobility often translated as “baron.” This 
title, combined with the fact that he had 
his aircraft painted red, led to Richthofen 
being called der Rote Baron (the Red 
Baron) both inside and outside Germany. 

Originally a cavalryman, Richthofen 
transferred to the Air Service in 1915, and 
he quickly distinguished himself as a fighter 
pilot. On November 23, 1916, Richthofen 
downed his most famous adversary, British 
ace Major Lanoe Hawker. Richthofen re- 
marked of his confrontation with Hawker, 
“At one point he waved to me.... If it had 
not been for his helmet and goggles, I could 
have seen what sort of face he had.” 

In January of 1917, after his 16th con- 
firmed kill, Richthofen assumed command 
of Jasta (fighter squadron) 11, which ulti- 
mately included some of the elite German 
pilots, many of whom he trained himself. 
At that time, Richthofen took the flam- 
boyant step of having his Albatros D.II 
biplane painted bright red, for which he 
earned his nickname and reputation. 

The Red Baron led his new unit to 
unparalleled success, peaking during 
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The Red Baron Manfred von Richthofen was not a spectacular or acrobatic pilot, but rather a brilliant tactician and superior marksman. Shown here 


is a replica of his red Fokker Dr.1 triplane for which he is best known. 
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“Bloody April” 1917. In that month alone 
he downed 22 British aircraft, including 
four in a single day, raising his official 
tally to 52. By June he had become the 
commander of the first of the new larger 
jagdgeschwader (wing) formations, lead- 
ing Jagdgeschwader 1, composed of Jas- 
tas 4, 6, 10, and 11. These were highly 
mobile, combined tactical units that could 
move at short notice to different parts of 
the front as required. The group became 
known as “The Flying Circus” or “Rich- 
thofen Circus,” because of the unit’s mo- 
bility and its brightly colored aircraft. 

By late July of 1917, Richthofen flew 
the celebrated Fokker Dr.I triplane, the 
distinctive three-winged aircraft with 
which he is most commonly associated. 
By 1918, he was regarded as a national 
hero in Germany, and widely respected 
even by his enemies. 

Richthofen was shot down and killed 
near Amiens (in northern France) on April 
21 of 1918, at the age of 25. Canadian 
Arthur “Roy” Brown was initially cred- 
ited with the kill, but it is now generally 
agreed that the bullet that hit Richthofen 
was fired from the ground. Some have 
suggested that Sergeant Cedric Popkin, 
an anti-aircraft machine gunner with the 
Australian 24th Machine Gun Company, 
was the person most likely to have killed 
Richthofen. 
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Flamboyant Frenchmen: Georges Guynemer (left) was regarded as a national hero by the time 
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of his death at age 22. His popularity is contrasted by René Fonck (right), who far surpassed 
Guynemer’s kill record but was known to be arrogant and self-promoting. 


The Red Baron remains perhaps the 
best-known fighter pilot of all time, and 
has been the subject of many books, films, 
and other media. 


Fighting for France 

Georges Guynemer was a top fighter 
ace for France during World War I, and 
a French national hero at the time of his 
death. 

Through his enormous drive and self- 
confidence, Guynemer quickly established 
himself as one of France’s premier fighter 
pilots. He became an ace in February 1916, 
and was promoted to lieutenant in March. 
By the end of 1916, his score had risen 
to 25. Capitaine Brocard, commander of 
Escadrille (squadron) N.3, the Storks, de- 
scribed Guynemer as “my most brilliant 
Stork.” Less than a year later, Guynemer 
was promoted to captain and commander 
of the Storks squadron. 

Guynemer was lionized by the French 


press and became a national hero. 
The French government encouraged the 
publicity to boost morale and take the 
people’s minds off the terrible losses in 
the trenches. Guynemer was embarrassed 
by the attention, but apparent shyness only 
increased the public’s appetite to know ev- 
erything about him. 

Guynemer failed to return from a com- 
bat mission on September 11, 1917. He 
was ambushed by nearly 40 German fight- 
ers, including the Red Baron. His plane 
was seen falling from the sky, but he was 
officially listed as “missing.” 

Guynemer’s death was a profound 
shock to France; nevertheless, he re- 
mained an icon for the duration of the 
war. Only 22 at his death, he continued to 
inspire the nation with his advice, “Until 
one has given all, one has given nothing.” 

Colonel René Paul Fonck was a French 
aviator who ended the First World War as 
the top Allied fighter ace, and holds the 


The aviator often fought and died alone. Even his training was 
hazardous: More pilots Jost their lives in training than in combat. 
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title of “all-time Allied Ace of Aces.” He 
received confirmation for 75 victories 
out of 142 claims. Taking into account 
his “probable” claims, Fonck’s final tally 
could be over 100. 

He claimed 56 victories during the 
whole of 1918, attaining a total of 36 kills 
before May 1918. His 1918 list by itself 
would have made him France’s leading 
ace. By the end of the war, he had ac- 
counted for all but 36 of his Escadrilles 
111 claimed victories. Unlike most aces, 
he remained unwounded: Only a single 
enemy bullet had ever hit his aircraft. 

Yet Fonck never captured the heart of 
the French public as Guynemer had. In- 
stead of drinking or socializing with the 
other pilots, he planned his flying mis- 
sions and tactics, ironed his uniforms, 
and stayed physically fit through cal- 
isthenics. He constantly mentioned his 
exploits, perhaps to compensate for his 
shyness. He is known for such quips 
as, “I put my bullets into the target as 
if I placed them there by hand,” and “I 
prefer to fly alone.... When alone, I per- 
form those little coups of audacity which 
amuse me.” His comrades respected his 
skills, but many considered him a brag- 
gart and shameless self-promoter. Fonck 
may have resented the fact that Guyne- 
mer remained more popular in the French 
press, even though he far surpassed 
Guynemer in victories. 


Aces From Across the Pond 

Eddie Rickenbacker was America’s most 
successful fighter ace in the war, with 26 
aerial victories. 

Because of his mechanical abilities, 
Rickenbacker was assigned as engi- 
neering officer at the 3rd Aviation In- 
struction Center at Issoudun in central 
France, where he practiced flying dur- 
ing his free time. When Rickenbacker 
had a qualified replacement, he was al- 
lowed to join one of America’s air com- 
bat units, the 94th Aero Squadron, infor- 
mally known as the “Hat-in-the-Ring” 
Squadron for its insignia. On April 29, 
1918, Rickenbacker shot down his first 
plane. On May 28, he claimed his fifth 
to become an ace and was awarded the 
French Croix de Guerre (Battle Cross). 
Rickenbacker’s total of 26 victories re- 
mained the American record until World 
War II. 
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William Avery “Billy” Bishop was of- 
ficially credited with 72 victories, making 
him the top Canadian ace of the war. Bish- 
op showed a natural ability with a gun, and 
excelled on the firing range. 

Initially fighting with the ground forces, 
Bishop quickly became frustrated with the 
mud of the trenches and the lack of ac- 
tion. After watching an RAF aircraft return 
from a mission, Bishop said, “It’s clean up 
there! I’ll bet you don’t get any mud or 
horse sh*t on you up there. If you die, at 
least it would be a fast death.” 

He eventually got his wish, and was fly- 
ing missions over France. In addition to 
the usual patrols with his squadron, Bish- 
op soon flew many unofficial “lone-wolf” 
missions deep into enemy territory. As a 
result of this, his total of kills increased 
rapidly. Bishop always flew “at the front 
of the pack,” leading his pilots into battle 
over hostile territory. On April 30 of 1916, 
Bishop survived an encounter with Jasta 
11 and the Red Baron. He is one of few to 
have tangled with the Red Baron and sur- 
vived, forcing the German pilot to retreat 
in a damaged aircraft. 

The Canadian government was becom- 
ing increasingly worried about the effect 
on morale if Bishop were to be killed, 
so on 18 June he was ordered to return 


to England to help organize the new Ca- 
nadian Flying Corps. The next morning, 
Bishop decided to fly one last solo pa- 
trol, and in just 15 minutes of combat, he 
added another five victories to his total. 
By the end of the war, he had claimed 72 
air victories. 


In His Majesty's Service 

Edward “Mick” Mannock was the top Brit- 
ish flying ace in the Royal Flying Corps, 
who gained a reputation for ruthless hatred 
of his German adversaries, delighting in 
seeing them burn to death. He was known 
to have said such gems as, “I sent one of 
them to Hell in flames today.... I wish Kai- 
ser Bill could have seen him sizzle.” Once, 
after forcing a German two-seater to crash 
and then repeatedly machine-gunning the 
helpless crew, he remarked, “The swines 
are better dead — no prisoners.” After 
hearing of the death of the Red Baron, 
Mannock allegedly said, “I hope the bas- 
tard burned all the way down.” 

He eventually became paranoid about 
burning to death himself in midair and 
began carrying a revolver with him in his 
cockpit. As he told one of his fellow pilots, 
“The other fellows all laugh at me for car- 
rying a revolver. They think I’m going to 
shoot down a machine with it, but they’re 
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“Hell’s Handmaiden” was the how the Germans referred to Canadian ace Billy Bishop. Bishop 
was aggressive and fearless: After one patrol, he returned with 210 bullet holes in his aircraft. 
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wrong. The reason I bought it was to finish 
myself as soon as I see the first signs of 
flames. They’ II never burn me.” 

Mannock reportedly became obsessed 
with neatness and order and had premo- 
nitions of his coming death. Just days 
after warning fellow ace George McEl- 
roy about the hazards of flying too low, 
where a pilot could be hit by ground fire, 
Mannock did just that on July 26, 1918. 
His plane went down in flames, and he 
was killed in action. 

He is regarded as one of the greatest 
fighter pilots of the war with 61 “official” 
victories, though some of his contempo- 
raries claimed his total was 73. Mannock 
himself was not known to be particularly 
motivated to accumulate a score, though 
he allegedly said, “If I have any luck, I 
think I may beat [fellow British ace James 
McCudden’s] 57 victories. Then I shall try 
and oust old Richthofen.” 

Albert Ball was the first ace to become 
a British popular hero. At the time of his 
death he was the United Kingdom’s lead- 
ing flying ace, with 44 victories, and re- 
mained its fourth-highest scorer. 

Ball was posted to No. 11 Squadron 
in the Royal Flying Corps. He was un- 
happy with the hygiene of his assigned 
billet in the nearest village, so he lived 
in a tent on the flight line. Ball built a 
hut for himself to replace the tent and 
cultivated a garden. 

Ball generally attacked on sight and 
heedless of the odds throughout his ca- 
reer, and throughout his flying service he 
was primarily a “lone-wolf” pilot, stalk- 
ing his prey from below until he drew 
close enough to use his top-wing Lewis 
gun on its Foster mounting, angled to fire 
upwards into the enemy’s fuselage. Ac- 
cording to fellow ace James McCudden, 
“Tt was quite a work of art to pull this gun 
down and shoot upwards, and at the same 
time manage one’s machine accurately.” 

Ball professed no hatred for his oppo- 
nents, writing to his parents, “I only scrap 
because it is my duty.... Nothing makes 
me feel more rotten than to see them go 
down, but you see it is either them or me, 
so I must do my duty best to make it a 
case of them.” In his last letter to his fa- 
ther, Ball wrote, “I do get tired of always 
living to kill, and am really beginning to 
feel like a murderer. Shall be so pleased 
when I have finished.” 
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Ball professed no hatred for his opponents, writing to his parents, 

“I only scrap because it is my duty.... Nothing makes me feel more 
rotten than to see them go down, but you sec it is either them or me, 
so I must do my duty best to make it a case of them.” 


On the evening of May 7, 1917, 
near Douai in northern France, Ball’s 
squadron encountered German fighters 
from Jasta 11. A running dogfight in 
deteriorating visibility ensued, and the 
aircraft became scattered. Men on the 
ground saw Ball’s plane falling upside- 
down from the bottom of a low cloud 
with a dead prop. The Germans credited 
Richthofen with shooting down Ball, 
though there is some doubt as to what 
happened. Upon hearing of Ball’s death, 
the Red Baron remarked that he was “by 
far the best English flying man.” 

Less glamorous and there- 
fore seldom publicized were 
the pilots and observers who 
performed the mundane but 
vital tasks of scouting enemy 
lines and photographing enemy 
positions, so that artillery fire 
could be more accurately di- 
rected. They were often easy 
targets for enemy fighter pilots. 
Also serving largely unnoticed 
were the bomber crews, who 
were harassed by enemy fighter 
planes and anti-aircraft guns by 
day and risked bad weather and 
navigational errors by night. 
But probably the riskiest of the 
airmen’s missions were those 
handled by the crews of ob- 
servation balloons, who hung 
defenseless above the earth as 
they watched for enemy activ- 
ity and directed artillery fire. 


The Machines 

The typical military airplane 
at the beginning of World War 
I was unarmed, slow, frag- 
ile, mechanically unreliable, 
and capable of carrying only 
enough fuel for a short flight. 
Airplanes were built largely 


by hand without much stan- Doing his duty: Albert Ball was considered England’s first hero of the 
air war. Sensitive and shy, he often flew without a helmet or goggles. 
He was shot down while only 20 years old. 


dardization. There was nothing 
comparable to the tremendous 
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industrial complexes devoted to ship- 
building and armaments production that 
provided weapons for the naval and land 
forces of the period. 

From this primitive stage the necessi- 
ties of war and the growing appreciation 
for the importance of air operations led 
to dramatic improvements in airplane 
design and production. The general-pur- 
pose plane of 1914 began to evolve into 
several new types designed for specific 
functions. Several models of swift (usu- 
ally single-seat) fighter planes were em- 
ployed to hunt down other aircraft. They 


included the French Nieuport and Spad, 
the British Camel, and the German Fok- 
ker, which shared the fame of the aces 
who flew them. Two-seater observation 
planes were slower but usually had a 
longer range, and by 1918, German ob- 
servation planes could operate at higher 
altitudes than most Allied fighter planes. 
They frequently carried special cameras 
for aerial photography of enemy posi- 
tions or primitive radio equipment for the 
directing of artillery fire. 

In 1915, the machine gun became the 
standard weapon for airplanes, though 
the problem of how to mount these weap- 
ons to obtain the most effective use of 
their firepower took considerable time 
to solve. Some fighter aircraft carried a 
light machine gun mounted in the center 
of their top wing, in order to fire forward 
above the propeller. A French flier found 
that he could obtain greater accuracy by 
mounting a machine gun just 
in front of his cockpit, so that 
it fired directly through the 
rotating blades of his plane’s 
propeller. Light armor on the 
inner surface of the propeller 
gave that part protection from 
any bullets that struck it. Ger- 
man engineers eventually de- 
veloped a system of mechani- 
cal linkages that synchronized 
the revolutions of the propel- 
ler and the rate of fire of the 
machine gun. This system was 
soon copied by the Allies and 
became standard equipment 
on fighter planes, though some 
still retained the machine gun 
on the top wing. Eventually, 
a few special fighters started 
carrying heavy machine guns 
or even light cannon, and air- 
plane armor made its first ap- 
pearance. 

By 1917, the aircraft indus- 
try began to develop the skills 
needed to build larger aircraft 
designed for bombing. Some 
of the new bombers were still 
modified observation aircraft, 
but others were big, slow bi- 
planes, one of which was ca- 
pable of carrying 16 112-pound 
bombs and enough fuel for an 
eight-hour flight. These were 
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generally used for nighttime bombing mis- 
sions, while a lighter and faster version was 
designed for daylight bombing runs. 

By the end of the war, approximately 
8,000 Allied planes were arrayed against 
about 3,300 enemy aircraft. The men who 
flew those machines were backed up by a 
much larger force of mechanics, armor- 
ers, and supply personnel in the service 
areas and repair depots behind the front 
lines. The importance of their work can 
be understood when one considers that an 
airplane of this period lasted only a few 
weeks in combat. 


The Tactics 


The actual tactics of the air battles were 
quite simple. The planes of the period 
had a tendency to come apart when ma- 
neuvered aggressively, due to being so 
fragile and underpowered. Successful pi- 
lots usually sought to gain altitude, then 
swooped down from out of the sun on 
unsuspecting aircraft flying below them, 
trusting on speed and surprise to make a 
kill. The size of the units involved in these 
patrol operations grew slowly but steadily. 
By 1918, formations of 50 fighters were 
not uncommon. A clash between two such 
groups could lead to a wild dogfight, cre- 
ating a mass of scrambling individual en- 
gagements in which each fighter sought to 
get behind his opponent. 

During 1917 and 1918 a new aerial 
tactic, known as the attack mission, came 
into play. Besides gaining air superiority 
in the skies over the battlefield, fighter 
aircraft were made responsible for attacks 
with machine gun fire and light bombs 
against enemy ground forces. Air attacks 
were frequently employed against the 
enemy trench system in support of at- 
tacks by friendly infantry. Commanders 
on both sides had begun to realize that 
the mobility of aircraft permitted their 
concentration at the decisive point of the 
battle, and would assemble all available 
aircraft to support the ground units spear- 
heading an attack. Once the operation had 
been concluded, the planes were shifted 
to other sectors of the front to support 
other operations. 

Though some military commanders 
had visualized the possible use of aircraft 
as bombers, World War I bombing opera- 
tions were of relatively little importance. 
The planes, bombs, navigational instru- 
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So much has changed: In sharp contrast to the air power of WWI, today’s military aircraft, such 
as the American F-22 Raptor, are a wonder of electronics and stealth technology. The “personal” 


aspect of air combat is largely a thing of the past. 


ments, and bombsights that would be 
necessary for success were simply not 
available during that time. The German 
raids against the London area did suc- 
ceed in forcing the withdrawal of some 
of the best British fighter squadrons from 
France for home defense, but the Ger- 
mans suffered heavy losses in the process. 
Bombing operations proved most useful 
when directed at enemy communications 
close behind the front lines during major 
ground offensives. 


The Significance of Air Warfare 


With the advent of machines capable of 
flying through the air, a new dimension 
had come to warfare. Above all other les- 
sons, World War I demonstrated that, in 
the words of the aforementioned Air Chief 
Marshal Sir Hugh Trenchard of Great Brit- 
ain, “The airplane is an offensive weap- 
on.” 

Indeed, the airplane is now an offensive 
weapon in the arsenals of modern militar- 
ies. But with the astonishing advances in 
technology since the end of WWI, there 
have been equally astonishing changes in 
how “air wars” are fought. Gone are the 
days of the young daredevil pilots enter- 
ing combat with little training, flying in 
slow, crudely constructed aircraft that 


were almost as likely to crash from struc- 
tural or mechanical failure as from enemy 
bullets. Gone as well are the days when 
pilots fought one another in close combat 
at relatively low altitudes in open cockpits. 

These realities of WWI air combat 
have been replaced by modern high- 
speed, high-altitude, long-distance at- 
tacks. Close-up dogfights are rare: Using 
radar, fighter pilots can now engage one 
another using missiles at distances too far 
for human eyes to see. Strategic bombers 
can drop bombs from high altitudes or fire 
guided missiles at ground targets from 
many miles away. 

The comfort of pilots has improved 
greatly as well. They now have enclosed 
cockpits, pressurized flight suits that can 
assist pilots in pulling “high G-force” ma- 
neuvers, oxygen masks, and helmets fitted 
with technology to allow them to commu- 
nicate with their own aircraft plus other 
military personnel. 

The air war of WWI was crude and it 
was personal. Pilots had to master dan- 
gerous, difficult-to-control machines, and 
they were pitted against one another in 
close combat unlike anything seen in to- 
day’s air battles. But the days of the flying 
aces of the Great War will live on in our 
memories. i 
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First Born Son 


Fox5 out of Las Vegas, Nevada, reported 
on July 1 about a Vegas version of Bonnie 
and Clyde, who picked the wrong house to 
rob. The man and woman team of burglary 
suspects in the case were 29-year-old Tif- 
fany Carter, who also goes by the name 
of Tarneisha, and 33-year-old Willie M. 
Pro. Carter and Pro approached a house 
and began knocking on the front door. A 
mother was home with her four sons at the 
time. The youngest son, who is 12 years 
old, answered the door, and Carter told the 
boy that her car had broken down and she 
needed to use the phone. As the youngster 
innocently opened the door, Carter forced 
her way inside and grabbed the child in a 
headlock and covered his mouth with her 
hand. Pro followed her in and aimed his 
gun at the young boy, telling him to be 
quiet. Pro then ran down the hallway and 
kicked open the door to the bedroom where 
the oldest son was sleeping. The 23-year- 
old son woke up to the noise and saw an 
armed man standing at his bedroom door. 

Pro fired at the son, but did not hit him. 
The son then was able to grab a .40-caliber 
handgun from a nightstand and return fire 
at the armed intruder. Pro apparently was 
not ready to encounter armed resistance 
and immediately fled from the bedroom. 
The son jumped from his bed and ran 
down the hallway after the fleeing burglar, 
firing at him again. 

Pro frantically exited the home, though 
Carter was still inside. Carter had entered 
the mother’s room and begun struggling 
with her to wrest a purse away from the 
mother. The son, after chasing off Pro, ran 
into his mother’s room, shot Carter, and 
retrieved the purse from her. An injured 
Carter ran from the home and climbed 
into a sedan that the thieving couple had 
parked outside. 

The son wasn’t done yet. He grabbed 
his AK-47 rifle, followed behind the flee- 
ing burglars, and fired a shot at the car in 
an attempt to shoot out a tire. (In many 
states such an action would be highly il- 
legal because the family was no longer in 
imminent danger.) 

Carter and Pro fled the scene in the 
car and went to nearby North Vista Hos- 
pital for treatment, but Pro was dead by 
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the time they arrived. The Clark County 
Coroner’s Office stated that Pro died of a 
gunshot wound to the buttock. Carter, who 
was critically wounded, was transferred to 
University Medical Center and is facing 
charges of attempted murder, kidnapping, 
home invasion, robbery, and conspiracy. 
The family expressed gratitude for their 
son’s bravery, and authorities said the 
young man was standing guard outside his 
parent’s home when they arrived, but im- 
mediately dropped the rifle and followed 
orders as instructed. 


“Law Was on His Side” 


The Knoxville News Sentinel reported on 
July 7 out of Knoxville, Tennessee, that the 
Knox County District Attorney finally de- 
termined a homeowner’s fatal shooting of a 
burglar was justified. Forty-eight-year-old 
Garry Swanner was home alone on April 
29 when a strange noise woke him from his 
sleep. Swanner grabbed a .40-caliber semi- 
automatic pistol that he was keeping in his 
bed stand and went to investigate. 
Swanner kept a loaded gun since his 
home was previously targeted by burglars. 
As Swanner went to investigate, he heard 
the sound of glass shattering. Swanner told 
investigators, “I saw a man coming through 
the window.... He was looking right at me. 
He was still coming, so I fired one round in 
that direction I wasn’t really aiming at any- 
thing. I knew I hit him because it blew him 
out the window.” Swanner called 911 to re- 
port the shooting, and authorities arrived to 
discover the suspect deceased at the scene. 
Almost two months passed before the 
Knox County District Attorney’s Office 
completed its review of the investigative 
file compiled by the Sheriff’s Office. Dis- 
trict Attorney General Charme P. Allen 
wrote to the detectives that based “on the 
facts and circumstances, it is my opinion 
that Mr. Swanner acted in a lawful man- 
ner, and [I] respectfully decline prosecu- 
tion.” Allen referenced the castle doctrine, 
which protects a citizen’s right to self-de- 
fense when defending his home. “If you 
are in your home, you are presumed to 
have a fear that they are there to do you 
harm.... The law was on his side.” Allen 
further commented that Swanner was in- 


jured in a motorcycle accident a few years 
ago and would have been an easy victim 
for the burglar had he not acted as he did. 


Disgraced Marine Shot 


WITN.com out of Greenville, North Caro- 
lina, reported about a couple who had to 
shoot a former soldier whom they had tried 
to help previously. The former Marine the 
couple had helped was critically wounded 
when he broke in to their house on the 
morning of July 13. 

Sharon and Benjamin Ethier had al- 
lowed 21-year-old Gaberail Wright to live 
with them after he was discharged from 
the Marines. However, his stay was short- 
lived because they believed he was forg- 
ing checks that he stole from them. The 
Ethiers pressed criminal charges, and the 
former Marine moved out after a two- 
month stay. 

Apparently, the man was not content to 
go his separate way, though. The couple 
was home asleep in bed when Sharon woke 
up and saw someone at the end of her bed. 
Sharon yelled to her husband, Benjamin, 
who was able to retrieve a pistol and fire 
at Wright. Authorities were called to the 
scene and discovered Wright injured on 
the front porch with a gunshot wound to 
the stomach. Wright was taken for medical 
treatment with severe injuries and will face 
charges connected to the burglary. 


Death on a Balcony 


The Herald Media reported on June 25 
about a homeowner who fatally shot an 
intruder in Pleasant Grove, Utah. Police 
say 24-year-old Christian Chichia began 
loudly banging on the door of a house, 
waking the occupants. Chichia then scaled 
the side of the building and tried to enter 
the house through a second-floor balcony. 
The homeowner actually opened the door 
to talk to the man, but Chichia began forc- 
ing his way in. The homeowner then shot 
Chichia once in the chest, fatally wound- 
ing him. The Utah County Attorney’s Of- 
fice decided that the homeowner was justi- 
fied in his use of force and would not face 
charges in connection with the shooting. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Troops Denied Right 
to Carry; Seniors, 
Vets Targeted by 
Federal Gun Grab 


ITEM: “Seeking tighter controls over fire- 
arms purchases,” as reported by the Los 
Angeles Times for July 18, 2015, “the 
Obama administration is pushing to ban 
Social Security beneficiaries from own- 
ing guns if they lack the mental capacity 
to manage their own affairs, a move that 
could affect millions whose monthly dis- 
ability payments are handled by others.” 
ITEM: An article by the McClatchy News- 
papers on July 22 entitled “Military says 
no to arming servicemen at US bases” 
reported that the previous day the De- 
fense Department “came out squarely 
against giving weapons to every service 
member on a domestic military installa- 
tion despite a growing clamor in Con- 
gress for such a step in the wake of the 
Tennessee shooting rampage” that result- 
ed in the deaths of five military service 
personnel at a Naval Reserve center in 
Chattanooga. 

ITEM: “President Barack Obama has ad- 
mitted that his failure to pass ‘common 
sense gun safety laws’ in the US is the 
greatest frustration of his presidency,” 
reported the BBC on July 24. “In an in- 
terview with the BBC, Mr Obama said it 
was ‘distressing’ not to have made prog- 
ress on the issue ‘even in the face of re- 
peated mass killings.’” 

With just “18 months left in power,” 
continued the report, Obama “said gun 
control was the area where he has been 
‘most frustrated and most stymied’ since 
coming to power in 2009. ‘If you look at 
the number of Americans killed since 9/11 
by terrorism, it’s less than 100. If you look 
at the numbers that have been killed by 


gun violence, its in the tens of thousands,’ 


Mr Obama said.” 

CORRECTION: The president is brandish- 
ing the latest euphemism for gun control 
when he insists more federal “gun-safety” 
laws will stop mass killings. Euphemism 
is a terminological inexactitude, to use a 
Churchillian expression, for lying. 
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Too old to shoot? Under new rules promulgated by the Obama admini 
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stration, anyone on Social 


Security or who is a veteran who needs help managing his own affairs will be stripped of his guns 


and his ability to own them. 


On the other hand, the public might be 
taken aback if the chief executive baldly 
revealed that the object is to restrict, ban, 
and/or confiscate the weapons of millions 
of Americans. And this is to be done by 
taking away the Second Amendment- 
protected rights of large numbers of law- 
abiding Americans — some only because 
they might need assistance with financial 
decisions. 

Others, members of the military who 
agreed to serve in uniform to protect the 
nation, continue to be denied the right to 
protect themselves with firearms. The fact 
that service personnel based in this coun- 
try are known to be unarmed and vulner- 
able makes them even more attractive as 
targets for terrorists and others. 

Various members of Congress have in- 
troduced legislation to change that situation. 
One bipartisan measure sponsored by mem- 
bers of Congress from Tennessee would 
permit the on-base carrying of weapons of 
authorized members who have been trained 
to carry firearms on military property. 

If, as he claims, the president is frustrat- 
ed with a lack of response to mass killings, 
perhaps he could speak to the commander- 
in-chief about making some changes. The 
incidents aren’t going to stop on their own. 
As pointed out in a July 21 summary by 
the NRA’s Institute for Legislative Action: 


The outpouring of support for al- 
lowing military personnel to protect 
themselves is more than justified by 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 
2001, which included an attack upon 
the Pentagon, and events related to 
other military facilities thereafter. 
In 2009, a terrorist killed 12 mili- 
tary personnel and one civilian, and 
wounded 30 others [in] Fort Hood, 
Texas. That same year, another at- 
tack occurred upon a military recruit- 
ing office in Little Rock, Arkansas, 
resulting in the death of one soldier 
and the wounding of another. 

Over the next two years, law en- 
forcement authorities foiled planned 
attacks upon military facilities in Bal- 
timore and Seattle. In 2013, 12 people 
were killed and four were wounded in 
an attack upon the Washington, D.C., 
Navy Yard. And only eight months 
ago, the FBI issued a warning that ISIS 
was recruiting extremists to attack our 
military personnel here at home. 


It also might help if the commander-in- 
chief would admit, for example, that the 
Fort Hood terrorist rampage by an Islamist 
was indeed a jihadist attack and not a mat- 
ter of workplace violence. The number of 
such domestic assaults continues to grow. 
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As we write, the governors of at least 
six states have authorized the National 
Guards in their respective states to bear 
weapons so that they can improve the 
protection of their military installations 
and their personnel. The response at 
the Pentagon level has been much more 
feeble. Former Representative Bob Barr, 
among others, has called for a repeal of 
military “gun-free” zones. As Barr wrote 
in arecent column: 


The failure of two presidents and sev- 
eral congresses to reverse the Clinton- 
era ban on firearms on military bases, 
in spite of the horrific attacks over 
the last few years, only heightens the 
outrage all Americans should feel; but 
especially our military personnel. 

Yet not a single high-ranking of- 
ficer in any branch of the armed 
forces, has dared express doubt about 
the policy. In fact, a major roadblock 
to this latest response to yet another 
attack against a military target is 
the military itself. Top brass in the 
military’s current leadership have 
simply fallen in lock-step with the 
Obama Administration’s politically 
correct world-view that firearms are 
too “scary” and “dangerous” to be 
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trusted in the hands even of combat- 
trained military personnel. 


If Barack Obama had his way, there would 
be decidedly fewer firearms and a lot more 
controls. He has acknowledged as much. 

In an interview on television in June, 
the president said the United States would 
do well to emulate Australia’s anti-gun 
laws that were put in place after a mas- 
sacre in Tasmania in 1996. This was an- 
other example of not letting a good crisis 
go to waste, which is a favorite tactic of 
the Obama team. What was the result in 
Australia that so pleased Obama? It was 
nothing less than the banning of semi-au- 
tomatic and automatic rifles and shotguns 
and a “buy-back” program for the weap- 
ons that had just been banned. 

Those who maintain that more restric- 
tions will lead to less “gun violence” tend 
to be selective when choosing examples 
(and generally ignore the infringements 
on liberty). Gun-controllers, as columnist 
Thomas Sowell has observed, often “‘cher- 
ry-pick examples of countries with stronger 
gun-control laws than ours that have lower 
murder rates (such as England) — and omit 
other countries with stronger gun control 
laws than ours that have far higher murder 
rates (such as Mexico, Russia, and Brazil).” 


Targets of opportunity: U.S. soldiers on military facilities across the country have repeatedly 
been targeted by Islamic extremists, undoubtedly because the soldiers are unarmed, yet neither 
the Obama administration nor military brass is willing to arm them. 
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The gun-control agenda that is being 
pushed was called to task recently by 
Katie Pavlich, the editor of Townhall.com. 

She dared to use facts and looked at the 
larger picture to shoot down Obama’s as- 
sertions, in this case making reference to 
the president’s BBC interview. It is, she 
said, “complete nonsense when Obama 
says the ‘United States is the one ad- 
vanced nation on earth in which we do not 
have sufficient, common-sense gun safety 
laws.’ The U.S. has hundreds of gun laws 
on the books both at the state and federal 
levels.” Moreover, as she noted, there are 
no laws that are not already in place that 
could prevent the type of “gun violence” 
referred to by Obama. 

The president spoke of “tens of thou- 
sands” of people being killed by “gun vio- 
lence.” Yet, as Pavlich remarked, he was 
“being extremely disingenuous” by fail- 
ing to point out how many are the result 
of suicides and how many “occur in very 
specific parts of the country like Chicago, 
a city that has the strictest gun-control 
measures around.” 

Whether it is irony or poetic justice 
might depend on one’s point of view, but 
under President Obama, said The Hill, 
“sun production has spiked 140 percent 
to 10.8 million firearms in 2013, the most 
recent year for which data is available. 
The year before President Obama entered 
office, gun manufacturers produced about 
4.5 million firearms.” 

Using “gun violence” as a presumptive 
justification, the Obama administration 
now says it wants to crack down on those 
who might get out of line. It has been de- 
veloping a plan to do just that. Who are 
these evildoers? Terrorists? Serial killers? 
Tea Party activists? Well, not the first two 
groups anyway. The feds are looking to 
grab guns from the hands of millions of 
seniors and veterans. 

The soft targets in the sights of the 
administration include the millions of 
Americans who are receiving Social Se- 
curity Administration benefits with the 
assistance of a “representative payee.” 
The Los Angeles Times has acknowl- 
edged that this plan has drawn fire. Crit- 
ics include 
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gun rights activists, mental health 
experts and advocates for the dis- 
abled ... [who] say that expanding 
the list of prohibited gun owners 
based on financial competence is 
wrongheaded. 

Though such a ban would keep at 
least some people who pose a danger 
to themselves or others from own- 
ing guns, the strategy undoubtedly 
would also include numerous people 
who may just have a bad memory or 
difficulty balancing a checkbook, the 
critics argue. 

“Someone can be incapable of 
managing their funds but not be 
dangerous, violent or unsafe,” said 
Dr. Marc Rosen, a Yale psychiatrist 
who has studied how veterans with 
mental health problems manage 
their money. “They are very differ- 
ent determinations.” 


If you receive federal benefits, even pay- 
ment earned validly, there is a distinct 
danger that an overreaching government 
will hold those benefits over your head 
to extort desired behavior. The implied 
message: If you want that check, you may 
have to hand over your Second Amend- 
ment-protected rights. 

The administration is using a very broad 
brush to swipe at those who are deemed 
to have been “adjudicated as a mental de- 
fective.” (This is the language of the cat- 
egory used by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs for gun-control regulations based 
on old laws.) And in this age of political 
correctness, wouldn’t you like to see Con- 
gress have to vote up or down on the rights 
of “mental defectives”? 

The Institute for Legislative Action 
points out that the “adjudication” term in 
question is ambiguous at best. It refers, 
said the ILA, 


to a determination made after a judi- 
cial-type process that includes vari- 
ous due process protections. In no 
case does the federal law describe or 
contemplate the type of prohibition 
by bureaucratic fiat exercised by the 
SSA in developing its guidelines for 
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Standards for them and us: The Obama administration has deemed Social Security recipients 
and veterans incompetent if they need help with their financial affairs, yet it has run up the 
national debt by eight trillion dollars in less than eight years. 


those with “representative payees” 
assigned to their accounts. 

But SSA is not alone in this direc- 
tive. The memorandum names several 
agencies, including the Departments 
of Defense, Health and Human Ser- 
vices, Homeland Security, Transpor- 
tation, and “such other agencies or 
offices as the Chair may designate.” 


It is not an exaggeration to conclude that 
the program could grow to cover millions 
of Americans connected to the agencies. 
“Unfortunately,” said the institute, 


this fits a pattern of abuse within the 
Obama Administration which is clear- 
ly hell-bent on destroying the Second 
Amendment in any way possible. As 
we reported previously ... , the Veter- 
ans Administration (VA) has already 
implemented a similar program to des- 
ignate veterans as “prohibited persons” 
when they have a fiduciary assigned to 
administer their VA benefits. Like the 
SSA program described above, the VA 
procedures are also devoid of signifi- 
cant due process protections. 


In its reporting on potential victims of this 
scheme, the Los Angeles Times described a 
30-year-old “former Marine” (though most 


Marines consider that “once a Marine, al- 
ways a Marine”). He is said to have served 
with distinction in Iraq and has been dealing 
with the effects of being hit by an impro- 
vised explosive device. No one has found 
him to be violent or a threat. His main plea- 
sure, apparently, is target-shooting, which 
he says is “relaxing to me.” His wife has 
been named his fiduciary because he has 
difficulty with remembering payments and 
balancing his checkbook. 

That in itself could be enough to ban 
him from possessing a firearm. “I didn’t 
know the VA could take away your guns,” 
he told the Times. 

Millions more could soon find them- 
selves in a similar predicament thanks 
to the government’s extortion racket and 
anti-gun bias. The Obama administration 
is almost frantic to get its anti-gun agenda 
passed, using any excuse to implement it, 
despite the law or the desires of Ameri- 
cans. Maybe American voters should in- 
sist that politicians’ security guards, in- 
cluding the president’s, can’t carry guns 
until they show mental competence and 
balance the U.S. budget. (The U.S. debt 
stands at $18.6 trillion, not counting un- 
funded liabilities such as Social Security 
and Medicare, and is expected to grow to 
$21.6 trillion by the end of 2015.) Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


lran Deal: False Alternatives — Again 


GG olitics makes 
strange bedfel- 
lows.” That was 


19th-century author/editor 
Charles Dudley Warner’s fa- 
mous take on the queer alli- 
ances that typify the so-called 
art of statecraft. But the odd 
lineup of forces on the re- 
cently concluded Iran nuclear 
deal takes some explaining 
beyond the truism embedded 
in Warner’s observation. 

The Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action (JCPOA) an- 
nounced on July 14 was bro- 
kered by the UN, the EU, Iran, Team Obama — and most im- 
portantly of all, the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), the 
private “think tank” that has been the principal brain center of 
the organized world government advocates for the past century. 

These architects and their media allies have divided and be- 
fuddled the American public on this important issue with many 
intentionally planted confusion factors. Thus, we have Demo- 
crats and Republicans, “liberals” and “conservatives,” and pro- 
Israel and anti-Israel forces on both sides of the Iran deal line. 

Paleoconservatives and libertarians who oppose the perpetual 
imperial war mode of both the Democrat and Republican par- 
ties have jumped on board the Obama-Kerry-UN “peace plan.” 
Although they completely distrust (and with good reason) the 
Obama administration and have repeatedly exposed Obama’s 
lies and heatedly opposed his agenda — think ObamaCare, il- 
legal alien amnesty, TTP-TTIP-TPA, undeclared Middle Eastern 
wars, abortion and homosexual rights policies, rule by executive 
fiat, draconian global-warming decrees, etc. — they somehow 
find a way to believe that the secretly negotiated Iran deal (of 
which various secret “side agreements” remain classified) is, as 
the Obamaists declare, “‘a victory of diplomacy over war.” 

Any opposition to the secret Obama-Kerry-UN-EU-CFR 
deal, say these paleoconservative and libertarian critics, is a ca- 
pitulation to Bibi Netanyahu, the Israel lobby, and the neocon- 
servatives who have coopted and taken over the GOP. 

There are a few problems with this paleo-lib critique, however, 
not the least of which is that the “Israel lobby” is spread across 
both sides of this issue. Yes, Israel’s prime minister, Benjamin 
Netanyahu, has been vociferously attacking the deal, as have his 
(mostly GOP) allies in the U.S. Congress, led by inveterate neo- 
con warmongers in the Senate such as John McCain, Lindsey Gra- 
ham, and Tom Cotton. The Zionist Organization of America and 
the American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) have also 
weighed in in opposition. However, there are plenty of American 
Jewish and Israeli public figures, institutions, and organizations 
that have come out publicly in favor of the JCPOA to confound 
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. hi the facile claim of Israel lobby 
s) sabotage. The Jewish/Israeli 
supporters of the Obama-Ker- 
ry-UN-EU-CFR deal include, 
for instance, such high-level 
military/intelligence officials 
as Efraim Halevy, former 
head of Israel’s Mossad intel- 
ligence agency; Ami Ayalon, 
former director of the Shin 
Bet domestic security service; 
Amos Yadlin, former chief of 
military intelligence — and 
many other prominent Israelis. 

It also includes J Street, 
the powerful Jewish lobby- 
ing group launched (and funded) by billionaire George Soros (a 
longtime CFR member, director, and funder). 

The White House CFR team (which we detail on page 23) 
is being powerfully aided by a huge array of former ambassa- 
dors, national security advisors, and Cabinet officials — most 
of whom are CFR veterans — who have been engaged in a 
methodical PR campaign that is, no doubt, orchestrated from 
the CFR’s Pratt House headquarters in New York City. Their 
letters, op-eds, and press releases sport well-known names from 
the globalist establishment, such as Zbigniew Brzezinski, Made- 
leine Albright, Thomas Pickering, Nicholas Burns, Paul O’ Neill, 
and Tom Daschle. And these are the voices that are dutifully 
amplified by the CFR-allied Big Media: New York Times, Wash- 
ington Post, Los Angeles Times, Huffington Post, Salon, ABC, 
CBS, NBC, CNN, et al. 

On the other hand, we have the “bomb Iran/perpetual war” 
neocon hawks led by the likes of CFR stalwarts Senator John 
McCain, former Ambassador to the UN John Bolton, and former 
Reagan and Bush advisor Elliott Abrams. Their shrill voices 
send the message that the only viable U.S. stance vis a vis Iran 
is war. Yes, another war. 

These are the only alternatives? This is a controlled Hege- 
lian dialectic in which the Iran deal “thesis” collides with the 
no-Iran deal “antithesis” to provide a “synthesis.” And that 
synthesis? Another step toward “A World Effectively Con- 
trolled by the United Nations.” That is the title of an impor- 
tant 1961 State Department study by CFR member Lincoln 
P. Bloomfield that advised world government under the UN 
could be brought about by a “series of sudden, nasty, and trau- 
matic shocks.” The Bloomfield plan, which has been employed 
for decades by the CFR elites, calls for “a crisis, a war, or a 
brink-of-war situation so grave or commonly menacing that 
deeply-rooted attitudes and practices are sufficiently shaken” 
to bring about what Bloomfield “unblushingly” calls “world 
government.” And thats what the Iran brink-of-war “crisis” 
is all about. Hi 
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